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NOTICE 


NUCLEAR DEVELOPMENTS REPORT TO BE RENAMED 


Beginning with JPRS-TND-91-010, the JPRS REPORT: NUCLEAR DEVELOPMENTS will be 
renamed JPRS REPORT: PROLIFERATION ISSUES. Its content will remain unchanged except that 


information on Aallistic missiles and biological weapons will now appear in this report instead of the 
IPRS REPORT: ARMS CONTROL. This material will be included with other proliteration items 
under the appropriate geographic heading. Information on treaties governing the production 
possession, and use of chemical and biological weapons will continue to appear under appropriat 


geographic headings in the ARMS CONTROL report 


Subscribers to the NUCLEAR DEVELOPMENTS report will experience no lapse int pts when this 
change takes effect. Subscribers to the ARMS CONTROL report wt wish to subscribe to the 
PROLIFERATION ISSUES report should consult the back cover tor subscription information 
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Bush Comments on START, CFE Prospects 
Noted 

OW 2Y0S003191 Beying NINH UA in Enelish 
0004 GMT 29 May 91 


[Text] Washington, May 28 (XINHUA}—U-S. President 
George Bush said today he was optimistic about reaching 
an arms control treaty with the Soviet Union, which would 
lead to a Summit In summer 


Bush said he hoped that the long-delayed U.S.-Soviet 
summit would be held “sooner rather than later” if the 
conditions that both sides recognize are met 


Bush made the remarks during an early-morning game of 
golf in Kennebunkport, Maine, where he was spending the 
long weekend 


Bush told reporters that he had called Soviet President 
Mikhail Gorbachev last night and discussed prospects for 
a summit and reaching final agreement on treaties to limit 
nuclear weapons 


He said he and Gorbachev agreed that they should get the 
differences on conventional arms reduction [CFE] worked 
Oul, “which are now very narrow,” and a treaty on 
Strategic arms reduction (START) 


If the Soviet Union will move a little bit on conventional 
arms reduction, both countries will get agreement on the 
issue and then move quickly to close the START, Bush said 


“IT want to go to Moscow.... | had an opportunity to tell him 
that we are not moving away trom him or the Soviet 
Union, that we want to do what 1s right. we want to see 
their reform continue,” he said 


Describing the telephone talk as “‘a very good conversa- 
tion,’ Bush said there was “‘a little cause for optimism” but 
“no breakthroughs.” 


Bush said he did not talk with Gorbachev about his inten- 
tion to attend the summit meeting by the seven industrial 
countries, scheduled to be held in London tn July 


During the weekend, Bush said, he also ca led the Amir of 
Kuwait and Canadian Prime Minister Brain Mulroney 
But, he declined to discuss the content of the phone calls 


Kyoto UN Disarmament Conference Closes 
OVW 310514489] Beryine XINHUA in Enelish 
L008 GMT 31 May 91 


[Text] Tokyo, May 31 (XINHUA) —The second U.N 
Conference on Disarmament closed on Thursday tn 
Kyoto, Japan, with the greater majority of participants 
sharing the view that disarmament 1s now a realistic matter 
for the worid rather than a remote objective 


Addressing the conference, Soviet Deputy Foreign Min- 
ister Viadimir Petrovskiy said the Soviet Union and the 
United States are heading towards detente, but the trend 
should not be directed by the United States alone 


CHINA 1 


Petrovskiy warned that the Soviet Union can only allow 
the United States to play a leading role within the trame- 
work of the United Nations Charter, and will never let it 
manipulate the world on its own will. 


Japanese Prime Minister Toshiki Kaifu made the opening 
speech for the four-day conference, which was attended by 
110 representatives from 40 nations and regions. 


According to the statistics released during the conference, 
the military expenditure of the world in 1990 dropped by 
5 percent from that in 1989, but Japan's spending 
increased by 3 percent instead. 


Bush Comments on U.S.-Soviet CFE Settlement 
Reported 


Praises Settlement 
OV 0206002591 Beiine XINHUA in Enelish 
2348 GMT 1 Jun YI 


[Text] Washington, June | (XINHUA}—U:S. President 
George Bush today praised the settlement of U.S.-Soviet 
differences over conventional arms reduction, and 
expressed the hope that differences over a Strategic Arms 
Reduction Treaty (START) would be resolved soon 


‘We think it’s a good thing for world peace and I think it's 
a good thing for U.S.-Soviet relations,” Bush said 


Bush reportedly made the remarks when speaking to 
reporters on Air Force One after delivering the commence- 
ment address to West Point graduation 


According to press reports, Secretary of State James Baker 
said in Lisbon Saturday that the United States and the 
Soviet Union have reached an agreement on cutting con- 
ventional weapons in Europe 


Baker said negotiators of the two countries will resume 
work immediately to settle the remaining technical issues 
holding up agreement on the START treaty 


Although the remaining differences may not be “overly 
easy to solve,’ Bush said, “nevertheless, we're going for- 
ward positively and that'll of course clear the decks for a 
Moscow meeting that | wanted to see very much.” 


On the timing of a summit in Moscow, Bush said, “As tar 
as I'm concerned, as soon as we get the remaining details 
out of the way, the sooner the better, and I think President 
Gorbachev wants that.” 


Bush said he felt that the two leaders should at least be able 
to sign or initial a framework “because that means then 
that we've worked out some gritty details that still plague 
a” 


Welcomes Agreement-in-Principle 
OW 0206002691 Beryine XINHUA in Eneltsh 
D350 GMT 1 Jun 91 


(Text} New York, June | (XINHUA) —U:S. President 
George Bush today welcomed the agreement in principle 
with the Soviet Union on Conventional Forces in Europe 
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(CFE), describing it an “important step towards a super- 
power summit’, which 1s expected to be heid in Moscow 
this month 


At the U.S. military academy at West Point, New York the 
President said: “The United States and the Soviet Union 
resolved (their) differences on the CFE treaty, clearing the 
way” fora U.S.-Soviet summit 


In his commencement speech, Bush said the agreement “1s 
important (for) the world peace” 
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The agreement in principle was reached Saturday in 
Lisbon between U.S. Secretary of State James Baker and 
Soviet Foreign Minister Aleksander Bessmertnykh. 


Following the meeting with the Soviet foreign minister, 
Baker told reporters that “we would like to see a summit in 
Moscow that would result in the signing of a strategic arms 
treaty. 


Both the United States and Soviet Union will resume work 
immediately on a “much more intensive basis than 
before’ in an elfort to resolve the remaining issues on 
Strategic arms reduction talks (START), Baker added. 
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JAPAN 
Reports on Kyoto UN Disarmament Conference 


Soviet, U.S. Delegates Cited 
OW 270STS14AGT] Tokyo AYODO tn Enelish 1239 GM1 
7 May Yl 


[Text] Kyoto, May 27 (KYODO) —Soviet Vice Minister of 
Foreign Attairs Vladimir Petrovskiy said Monday that an 
era of “Pax United Nations” may be emerging trom the 
ravages Of the Persian Gulf Wat 


In Kyoto to address the U.N. Conterence on Disarmament 
Issues, Petrovskiy welcomed the “completely new political 
environment” tree of east-west ideological controntation 
at the four-day torum 


He stressed that recent events have underlined the impor 
lance of “multilateralism” in international at airs, espe 
cially in dealing with disarmament issues 


Petrovskiy said the world now taces the opportunity for 
“all nations” to enter into talks covering “all weapons.” 


He hailed the end of Soviet-American confrontation in the 
UN... saying it marks the beginning of an era of “Pax 
U.N. —or global peace overseen by the United Nations 


James Schear, consultant to the UN.’s Department tor 
Disarmament Attairs, added later the idea of a “Pax UN 
is much different from earlier notions of “Pax Britannica’ 
or “Pax Americana 


[he idea of “Pax UN” 
among members of the United Nations” which would be 
much different than a global power imposing a sense of 
peace around the world, he said 


IS LO Speak of a “broad consensus 


Petrovskiy, who attended the first Kyoto conference tn 
IYSY. praised the ftirst-day presentations, especially an 
opening address by Prime Minister Toshiki Katfu, who 
called tor stricter controls on international arms transfers 


Nearly 100 disarmament experts and critics are partic 
paling in a candid exchange of opinions on challenges to 
disarmament in the post-cold war and post-Gult war 
Situation 


‘Peace Dividend’ Said Being Lost 
OH OYOST3RSOGT Tokyo KAYODO bnelish TRIS GM] 


| Text] Kyoto, May 29 (KYODO)}—The so-called post-cold 
war “peace dividend” runs the risk of being consumed by 
the costs of verifying disarmament agreements or con 
verting military industry to civilian use, participants at a 


LN -sponsored disarmament conterence said Wednesday 


The participants, emerging from daylong closed com 
mittee sessions expressed concern that the pred ted sav 
ings from military reductions tollowing the cold war may 


be lost to the expense of disposing of obsolete weapons and 


military hardware or monitoring arms conventions 


KAST ASIA ' 


Swadash Rana, U.N. Department of Disarmament Affairs 
Monitoring coordinator, cautioned, however, that this 
Should not deter nations trom seeking disarmament and 


pedcee, 


People should not be made to feel that peace by itself is 
not a dividend, and that the costs of disarmament should 
not make people think disarmament by itself is not a 
dividend,” Rana told reporters at a press briefing following 
the meetings in Kyoto. 


Sull, the costs of turning back decades of cold war-driven 
arms buildup are formidable 


Rana said a participant suggested at one of the meetings 
that converting a single Soviet military factory may cost 60 
billion rubles before it even begins to produce civihan 
goods 


\lan Shaw, manager of the International Security and 
Commerce Program Office of Technology Assessment tor 
the U.S. Congress, summarized the costs of disarmament 
in his paper to Rana’s committee. 


He pointed to the costs of converting or disposing ot 
weapons, economic dislocations arising from reduced mil 
lary spending, and monitoring of complhance 


Committee members were told that 400-500 man-hours 
may be required to destroy a single tank, but that some of 
the costs might be offset by the sale of scrap metal 


(hemical weapons, which need to be disposed of carefully 
will actually cost more to destroy in a safe manner than to 
make 


Participants challenged as irrelevant a paper presented by 
Isamu Miyazaki, chairman of the Daiwa Research Insti 
tute, in Which he explained the conversion of two Japanese 
firms—Mitsubisht Heavy Industries Ltd. and Hitachi 
Ltd.—trom military to civilian production following 
World War Il 


The committee members did not think that the “peculiar 
circumstances” surrounding the successful Japanese con 
version could be applied to the current attempts, said 
Rana. Some participants considered Japan's current 
advantage in some industries has instead complicated 
conversion elsewhere, she said 


Rana also said her committee was concerned that some 
obsolete weapons may be dumped on the Third World 
rather than being destroyed 


Johan Nordenfelt, chairman of the discussion on arms 
proliferation and disarmament issues, said his committee 
noted that a “proliferation of verification measures” to 
arms conventions threatens to consume entirely the peace 
dividend 


Nordenfelt) said his committee generally agreed the 
dynamics of the nuclear arms race had dissipated, but 
nations are now confronted by “residual nuclear arms. 


Prvoslav Davinic. chet of the U.N. Disarmament Moni 


toring, Analysis and Studies Branch, said his committee 
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agreed that some disarmament was best pursued globally 
like the chemical arms convention 


Other types of disarmament are implemented taster 
regionally, but Davinic said regional measures had to 
emerge within the region rather than be imposed trom 
Outside, since regions have their Own unique consider- 
ations 


‘New Willingness’ Seen 
OW 3008211491 Tokyo KYODO tn English 1800 GM 1 
30 May 9] 


[By William May] 


[Text] Kyoto, May 30 (KYCDO)}—A UN disarmament 
conference that ended here Thursday highlighted chal- 
lenges to the issues of arms reductions but it was the 
apparent new willingness of Japan to be more actively 
involved in peacekeeping efforts that overshadowed the 
forum 


Prime Minister Toshiki Kaitu, who proposed such a con- 
ference be held in Japan shortly after the Persian Gulf war 
greeted the world’s leading arms control experts Monday 
with proposals intended to reaffirm this newfound com- 
mitment 


In his opening address, Kaifu pledged that Japan ts willing 
to “cooperate fully” with UN efforts to monitor arms sales 
worldwide and offered assistance to help establish a UN 
database system tor that purpose 


Kaifu also indicated that Japan, for the first time, would 
submit to the UN this tall a draft resolution calling for 
increased transparency in the international arms trade 


Outlining proposals that he plans to promote at the 
London summit in July and before the UN General 
Assembly in the tall, Kaifu also reaffirmed plans to te 
Japanese economic assistance to developing nations to 
trends in their military expenditures 


Kaifu was not alone in carrying the message of a new 
commitment to peace efforts to the delegates 


In a separate presentation, Deputy Foreign Affairs Min- 
ister Hisashi Owada lamented that Japan’s security pol 
cies since the end of World War II have been “basically 
passive concepts which do not extend beyond the mainte- 
nance of the security of Japan in the narrow concept.’ 


Citing Japan's inability to respond “adequately” to the 
Persian Gulf crisis, Owada told the forum Japan has 
recognized the need for greater action and 1s now seriously 
considering how to contribute to UN peacekeeping opera 
tions while remaining faithful to its peace Constitution 


[Throughout the four-day symposium. delegates hailed 
Kaifu’s proposals and encouraged turther active Japanese 
involvement in the peacekeeping arena 


Japanese defense policies were held up as an example of a 
“detensive defense structure’ that would obviate the need 
for an arms race 
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In general, arms control experts and critics here welcomed 
the new international situation that created a “window of 
opportunity” for progress in regional measures to global 
security and enhanced transparency and openness in the 
transfer of weapons and related technology. 


They recognized the need for regional mechanisms to deal 
with local tensions and the building of confidence between 
neighbors, while underlining that regional approaches 
must emerge from within instead of being imposed trom 
outside because of their unique considerations 


While the dynamics of the cold war arms race were 
declared dissipated, concern was voiced that the obsolete 
weapons of the cold war powers may now find their way 
into the Third World 


Others delegates discussed the pnantom postwar “peace 
dividend” and the costs and side-effects of winding down 
decades of cold war arms proliferation 


The costs of disposing of weapons and hardware, the 
expense of trying to convert military industry to civilian 
purposes—with accompanying economic dislocations of 
labor—and costs of verifying that good faith and agree 
ments are being adhered to all led to the assumption that 
the “peace dividend” may have only been a ghost all along 


Sull, Swadash Rana of the UN Department of Disarma 
ment Affairs reminded those disheartened by these pros 
pects that “people should not be made to think that peace 
by itself is not a dividend.” 


Persian Gulf War Lessons Discussed 
OW 300S0SSS9] Tokyo AYODO in Enelitsh G6O0S GAM! 
8) Mfay Yl 


(Disarmament: Views Differ on UN Role After Gulf War 
(by Wilham May)°—KYODO headline] 


| Text] Kyoto. May 30 (KYOD( )}— Delegates ata United 
Nations-sponsored disarmament conference here differ on 
what lessons about the emerging role of the international 
body were learned from the Persian Gulf war, the head of 
UN disarmament affairs said Thursday 


Yasushi Akashi, undersecretary general of the UN Depart 
ment of Disarmament Affairs, told the final plenary ses- 
sion of the conference that some delegates are encouraged 
by the ability of the UN members to “act in unison in the 
face of Overt aggression.” 


Sull, others fear the Gulf war threatens to pull the UN 
away from “its time-honored principles of conciliation,” 
Akashi said 


Conference participants wondered if the UN can combine 
iS aspirations to be a democratic institution among 
nations when it opts to be “an action-oriented, efficient 
body centering around the five permanent members (of the 
Security Council)” Akashi noted 


Ninety-cight disarmament experts, scholars, and critics 
gathering for ihe Second UN Conference on Disarmament 
Issues in Kyoto, exchanged opinions on disarmament 
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hallenges in the pos.-cold war and post-Gulf war situa 
tion, as well as the emerging role of the UN ins thes 


icumstanees 


In his summary address, Akashi reiterated the optimism 
surrounding the tour-day torum that “real disarmament 
chemical, and biological arms “looks mor 


promising now than anyone could have imagined only a 


in nucteat 


few vears Ago 


of the delegates, however, are tempered by 
apprehension that “ethnic, religious, and cultural antago 
ind personal ambitions 


an coalesce together in the most menacing ways 


[he hopes 


nisms, national and excessive 
11} dhs 


YRashi said 


Discussions at the Kyoto International Hall revolved 
around three basic themes, and in closing the conterence 
\kashi praised progress in each of the areas 


He called tor better mechanisms to promote interregional 
discussion and diplomacy in seeking the reduction of 
nsions and disarmament 


miiitary 


\kKashi also welcomed the Middle East arms contro! ini 
oft | 


\ 
SESSION DY | 


S. President George Bush, announced to th 
) delegate Ronald Lehman II 


lehman, director of the U.S. Arms Control and Disarma 


ment Agency, outhned the Bush initiative tor the conte: 
nce participants, underlining the call for a review amon, 
ihe tive permanent members of the UN Security Council 
who provide some 85 percent of the arms to the Middl 
bast 

Prvoslav Davinic, chet of the monitoring, analysis, and 


tudies branch of the UN disarmament department, reat 
med the delegates’ convictions that global approach 
ire preterred in seeking bans on the weapons of mass 


ion—nuclear, chemical, and biological 


\kasl tressed the search tor regional disarmament mea 
tI to achieve some “narrow mec hanical seni’ 


int. but rather “to create more auspicious conditions 


| 
Guctiol 


of tensions anda tirmer toundation ft 


nave adopted the logic 
\kashi said 


problems remained in verifying adherence to interna 


ist marority Of nations 
| 


ictice OF NoNproliteratior bul noted 


t ' 
it 4 it ] 


\kKashi urged enhanced openness and transparency in 


Onal arms and related technology transfers, sug 


i formula in which supphers are more willing t 


d nce and technology tor peacetul development 
ping countries, and the recipient nations agree to 
penness in how the technology 1s being impl 

d 
Responding to a suggestion that the conterence was 


ng too much on the question of arms transfers 


ISM) TCaSSUure d reporters the UN Still consid rS nuciedl 


liferation a vital issue within the discussions 


ASTA 
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Arens Japan will take up the issue of the missile exports 
during upcoming diplomatic normalization talks wath 


North Korea 


Nakayama 
was quoted as telling Arens during the talks, which took 


lapan is also concerned about the problem 


place at the official residence of Israch Premier Yitzhak 
Shamir. He made the remarks in response to a request by 
the Israch defense minister that Japan pressure North 
Korea to contribute to protecting the regional security of 
the strife-torn Middle East 


Isracl does not have any diplomatic relauions with Pyongy 
ang, While Japan has held three rounds of normalization 
talks with 


improve its economic and political relations with Tokyo in 


country. Pyongyang also has been trying hard to 


an apparent bid to attract Japanese technological and 
financial support tor its flagging economy and to avoid 
being ostracized by the international community 


During the talks, Arens blasted North Korea tor increasing 
the threat to regional security in the Middle East) by 
porting missiles to Syria and other nations. The Japa 
nese Government has obtained through diplomatic chan 
nels information that North Korea has been peddling 
dozens of Soviet-designed Scud missiles to Syria and Iran 
since before the Gulf war, Foreign Ministry sources said 
Moscow has been Pyongyang’s chiet ally and major sup 
plier of military aid. During the war in the Persian Gult 
lrag launched Scud missiles at Israel and Saudi Arabia. in 
an apparent etfort to provoke Israel to retaliate and 
thereby run the risk of involving Iranian and Syrian troops 
on the side of Traq. [passage omitted] 


NORTH KOREA 


lurning Peninsula Into Nuclear-Free Zone l rged 
SALYOSOCSSGYT Pyongyany ACN Ain bnelist 
(ist) (;\f/ %Y Via) | 


[Text] Pyongyang. May 29 (KONA) 
Peninsula into a nuclear tree zone 1s not only a vital 
demand of the Korean people but also a unanimous 
demand of the progressive mankind to live in a peacetul 
world tree trom nuclear threat, its an inseparable, impor 
lant part of the international anti-nuke and peace mov 
ment, says NODONG SINMUN today in a. by-lined 
articl 


Turning the Korean 


The article continues 


Denuclearisation of the Korean peninsula 


S an insepa 
rable part of the international movement to create nucleat 
free zones because the Korean peninsula is a zone of the 
most acute controntation between nuclear war torce and 
anti-nuke peace force 


Ihe U.S. imperialists are scheming to gain nucleat 
upperhand while pursuing their invariable strategy of 
Strength to realize their wild ambition tor world dom 


ination 


('pset by the decrease of the sphere of their nuclear 
blackmail due to the establishment of nuclear tree zones 
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ne rpow _ 7 peace in the region through effective control and reduction 

tie arms, Foreign Ministry Spokesman Chong U1-yong said 
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NEW ZEALAND 


krench South Pacific Nuclear Test Detected 
BA SOOSOTI291 Hong Kong AFP in English 2354 GMI 
Y Nay Yl 


| Text] Wellington, May 30 (AFP)—France has conducted 
one of its largest ever underground nuclear tests in the 
South Pacific, New Zealand’s Department of Scientific 
and Industrial Research said in a statement Thursday 


[he department's seismological observatory in Rarotonga 
Cook Islands, detected the explosion in the Tuamoiu 
Archipelago. It said it believed the test was at Fangatauta 
rather than the usual testing site of Mururoa 


It estimated the yield at 110 kilotons. The test occured at 
9:00 A.M. French Polynesian time (1900 GMT Wednes 


day) 


‘This is the third explosion this year and one of the largest 
since the underground testing programme began in 1975.” 
the department said 


“Last November 14 there was a test which was estimated 
on the basis of the Rarotonga recording to be | 20 kilotons 
but these yields are always very approximate.” 


Ihe Australian Government's seismological centre in Can 
berra confirmed that an explosion occurred at 1900 GMT 
Wednesday at Fangataufa 


“We estimate its yield at between 20 and 80 kilotons and 
its magnitude at 5.7 on the Richter Scale,” Chief Seismol 
og'st Ken Muirhead said 


Discrepancies sometimes occur in estimates of the size of 
explosions because the seismic signal takes different paths 
through the earth’s crust from the site of the blast to the 
various observatories 


Mr. Muirhead said that the explosion was the third this 
year at the French Pacific site and the first at Fangatauta 


PHILIPPINES 


Foreign Secretary on UN Kyoto Disarmament 
Conference 

OW 26087114991 Tokyo KYODO tn Enelish 1101 GM 1 
f) \/ 1\ Y ] 


[Excerpt] Kyoto, May 26 (KYODO)}—Philippine Foreign 
Secretary Raul Manglapus plans to urge the wnited 
Nations to “return to its roots” by encouraging a human 
rights approach to disarmament 


JPRS-TAC-9L-O14 
17 June 1991 


Manglapus, speaking Sunday to KYODO NEWS SER 
VIC Ek, said that in addition to global and regional strate 
gies for disarmament, the UN. must encourage people to 
speak out tor arrais reductions 


Manglapus will make his appeal Monday in a speech to the 
opcning plenary session of the U.N, Conference on Disar 
mament Issues being held tor four days at the Kyot 


International Conterence Hall 


On Sunday 
Japanese voiced their concern about the deployment of 


Manglapus said it was healthy that some 


minesweepers to the Persian Gull to help multinational 
postwar cleanup measures 


I hy { N 


concerns) as part of its drive to bring about world disar 


Should encourage (people to express ther 


mament.” he said 


He maintained that the decision to deploy the ming 
sweepers was one up lo the Japanese Government and 
people, but said Manila was not “ignoring history 
cooperated with the minesweepers when they stopped in 
the Philippines on the way to the Persian Gull 


whenit 


In addition to the personal approach to arms reductions 
Manglapus stressed the need for regional discussions on 
security and said that such a forum will be held in Manila 
next week 


Ihe objective of the talks will be “to arrive at an under 
Standing of what we want to do” to ensure security in 
Southeast Asia. Manglapus said 


He said it will be the first time an initiative has come trom 
within a region to discuss its own security without pressure 
from outside, although the participation of the US... Soviet 
Union, China and others in the talks 1s necessary, he said 


Manglapus first offered the idea of the forum during last 
years meeting of ASEAN foreign ministers and 1s encour 
aged that the U.N. Disarmament Committee recently 
urged such regional discussions 


The foreign secretary said he “recognizes and appreciates 

broader Asia-Pacific security proposals, such as a call by 
Australian Foreign Minister Gareth Evans for an Asian 
version of Europe's Conference on Security and Coopera 
tion (CSCE), but hints that the arrangements may be too 
broad 


Evans, like Manglapus, will speak at the opening session 
on challenges to disarmament in a rapidly changing inter 
national outlook, and Japanese observers here expect the 
\ustralian minister to voice anew his Asian security pro 
posal. [passage omitted] 
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CZECHOSLOVAKIA 


Last Regular Soviet Army Unit Leaves Milovice 
LD2SOS 203691 Prague Ceskoslovensky Rozhlas Radio 
Network in Czech 1730 GMT 27 May 91 


[Text] Today will enter the history books of Czechoslo- 
vakia. The last regular unit of the Soviet Army, the 
battalion for the defense of the Command of the Central 
Group of Soviet Armed Forces left Milovice. With the 
departure of the 71,543 soldiers, the withdrawal of Soviet 
forces 18 complete. Only a liquidation group of 350 officers 
and 450 soldiers remain on our territory. Their task 18 to 
hand over all remaining facilities to the Czechoslovak side 
by 20 June. The signature of the final protocol on the 
withdrawal of Soviet forces 1s expected on 26 June this 
year. The stay of the uninvited guests in the Czech and 
Slovak Federal Republic will thus end after 22 years 
Before the departure of the echelon, | spoke to one of the 
commanders, General Anatoliy Fedorovich Morozhkin 


[Begin recording] [Unidentified repoorter, in Russian with 
superimposed Czech translation] General, what are your 
feelings on leaving Czechoslovakia? 


{Morozhhkin, in Russian with superimposed Czech trans- 
lation}| Well, | am leaving with the feeling of having 
completed my duty. We are soldiers and we carry out our 
duties. We have now received orders to return home 


[Reporter] And what ts your view of 1968” 


{Morozhkin] My personal view 1s that the decision by the 
Warsaw Pact states was not correct. | think that everything 
could have been solved without the use of military force 
[end recording] 


Report on Soviet Troop Withdrawal Corrected 
{0 SJOST3S99] Prague CTR in Enelish [S08 GAM11 
8 Via) Y] 


[Text] Prague, May 28 (CTK}— Czechoslovak Defense 
Ministry Press Spokesman Licutenant-Colonel Marian 
Bozik told CTK today that 1.957 Soviet soldiers still 
remain in Czechoslovakia 


He was correcting the information given to CTK by the 
Ministry yesterday according to which there were 350 
officers and 450 rank-and-file soldiers in Czechoslovakia 
on May 27, 1.e. 1,157 less than the real figure 


In addition to the 1,957 soldiers, whose only remaining 
duty 1s to turn over to Czechoslovakia all buildings used by 
the Soviet Army, there are 642 Soviet lorries and five 
aircraft in Czechoslovakia, Bozik said 


KAST EUROPE 9 


When the Czechoslovak-Soviet agreement on the with. 
drawal of Soviet troops from Czechoslovakia was signed in 
February 1990, 73,500 Soviet officers and soldiers were 
stationed in Czechoslovakia 

Soviet troops have been in the country since August 21 
1968, when the Soviet-led invasion of five Warsaw Pact 
countries crushed an attempt to reform communist rule in 
(Czechoslovakia 


Bozik said the last group of Soviet troops is to leave 
Czechoslovakia by rail on June 20 


The final document on the termination of the stay of 
Soviet troops in Czechoslovakia 1s expected to be signed 
on June 25, Bozik added 


Soviet Team To Continue Compensation Talks 
LDO106043991 Prague CTK in Enelish 2018 GM1 
4] May 9! 


[Text] Prague, May 31 (CT K)}—Czechoslovak Deputy For 
eign Minister Vojtech Wagner told journalists today that 
the Soviet side has accepted the Czechoslovak philosophy 
that all damage caused by the presence of Soviet troops on 
(zechoslovak territory can be compensated for 


Wagner, who 1s heading the Czechoslovak delegation at the 
talks on compensation, said after failing to reach agree- 
ment last Friday both sides agreed that a reduced Soviet 
team will remain in Prague to continue the negotiations 
The basic understanding was reached tn the last two days 


Wagner estimated that Soviet troops caused damage of 
4,000-5,000 million crowns in Czechoslovakia since the 
August 1968 invasion (30 crowns=one U.S. dollar) 


The Soviet Union deployed 73,500 troops in Czechoslo- 
vakia for twenty years. They are now being withdrawn and 
the last Soviet soldier is to be pulled out by June 25 


Federal Assembly Deputy Michael Kocab, who heads the 
(zechoslovak parliament commission overseeing the with- 
drawal, said that the agreement on compensation should 
provide for the creation of Czechoslovak-Soviet joint 
ventures. The Czechoslovak promise to supply prefab 
houses to the Soviet Union for the returning troops played 
an important role in the talks, Kocab said 


HUNGARY 


Soviet Troop Withdrawal Ahead of Schedule 
LD3108101391 Budapest Kossuth Radio Network 

in Hungarian 0900 GMT 31 May 91 

[Text] The Soviet Union will complete the withdrawal of 
its troops from Hungary before the deadline set for the end 
of next month 


This has been announced in Moscow by Mayor General 
Zhurbenko. The major general disclosed that there are now 
only 1,500 Soviet soldiers and five pieces of muilitary- 
technical equipment in Hungary 
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ARGENTINA 


Viinister Lo Speak on Armed borces, Condor 


man Gronzalez stated today that th 
will deliver to the population tonight will be 


such fundamental topics as th 
of the Armed For 


Olivos Resides 


In response to a question on the deactivation of the 
( ondor-2 program, he announced that “as of July, drattees 
from the class of 1971 wall hepgin to be demobilized aL 
stated that in July, SO percent of the drattees wall be 
demobilized, “while the other 50 percent of the class will 


be demobilized at the beginning of November 199] 


tS. Mideast Arms Control Initiative "Welcomed 
PYSIOSTYOZ9YT Bue tires Radio Nactonal 
Veiwork in Spanish LO0OO GALT &1 May Yi 


/ 


[Text] There is satisfaction in’ Argentina regarding the 
Bush initiative. The Argentine Government has expressed 
its satisfaction with the US. President's arms control 
Initiative for the Middle East 


Ihe Foreign Ministry has said that the government wel 
comed this constructive intuative because it understands 
that the inttiative can help curb the arms build-up in the 


revIOn 


BRAZII 


U.S. Chemical Weapon Ban Proposal Supported 
PY 40817459] Brasilia Radto Nacional da 

Praczomta Network in Portuguese L000 GATT 

4 \flay Yl 


(Text) Brazil supports a US. proposal to climinate chem 
ical weapon stocks. Brazil also advocates the signing of an 
international treaty that seeks to set deadlines and mech 


inisms for implementing (his measur 


\ccording to Brazilian Foreign Minister Francisco Rezek 
the Brazilian position was expressed by President Collor in 
i letter to President George Bush. The position upheld by 
the two countries should be included tn a joint declaration 
to be signed during President Collor’s visit to Washington 


between |S and 22 Jun 
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Government Welcomes Bush Statement on Arms 
NC 10080949597 Cay fra Repul f | nt Rad 
Nelwort } bral OQYOO GANTT t/ Via yy / 


[Text] Foreign Minister Amr Musa has stated that Egypt 
welcomes US. President George Bush's statement on arms 
control in the Middle bast beypt he added, hopes that al 
weapons Of mass destruction are removed trom the Middl 
Fast and that all states of the region commit themselves t 
achieving this goal. Musa said that the Foreign Minist: 

currently studying all the points contained in the tS 


President's statement 


ISRAEI 


Bush's Mlideast Disarmament Plan Draws 
Reaction 


Conventional Arms Stressed 
/ 1x00) 1] Jey (Saich (/ ) Pid } ae 
O40 GALT 80 May Y 


[Report by political attairs correspondent Arye Golan} 


[Text] Israel will hold contacts with the Washingtor 
administration in a bid to begin joint action for stability 
and peace in the region. Jerusalem's reaction to President 
Bush's plan emphasizes that huge quantities of conven 
ional weapons have been amassed by countries of the 
region. These weapons provide a potential means of 
destruction and ruin, and they demand immediate atten 


tion. Jerusalem sources said this morning 


What about Bush's call to stop the production of nuclear 
weapons in the Middle East? Avi Pazner. the prime 
minister's adviser, rephes: Isracl’s policy has always stated 
that Israel will not be the first to introduce nuclear 


weapons to the Middle East 


Israel attributes great significance to the United States 
etforts regarding the arms race in the region. Israel and the 
L nited States share a concern regarding the destructiy 
polenuial in the region To halt the arms race. Israel 
immediately after the Gulf war, called tor the convening of 
a conterence, notes Pasner. Israel is ready to do its share 
for the success of that confcrence. sources in the prim 


minister's bureau promise this morning 


Defense Panel Chairman Responds 
1 1800808889] ery Yen (/ ) rad ¢ ) Flehri 
OOS GANLT 80 May 9] 


(Telephone interview with Eliyahu Ben-blisar, Knesset 
Foreign Attairs and Defense Committee chairman, | 
Razi Bargay on the “It Is All Talk program—tlive| 


[Text] [Bargqay] Good morning Foreign Affairs and 


} 
Defense Committee Chairman Elivahu Ben-Elisar 
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(Bargay] Let us discuss the new nuclear order that Pt 
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will not be the first to introduce nuclear weapons to the 
Middle East: This is a fact, it 1s our policy. 


[Bargay] Referring again to foreign sources, will Israel 
agree to remove such weapons from its territory, for 
instance, if international supervisors discover that it has 
such a thing? 


{Ben-Elisar] | do not wish to speak about the State of Israel 
Why should I speak about the State of Israel? Why should 
| again start with the State of Israel? We are always 
required to be the first to make concessions. Why should it 
always be us, when no effort is being made to establish 
peace’ Have | threatened Iraq? Am I threatening Syria? Do 
| covet parts of Syria? Do I doubt Syria’s right to exist as a 
sovereign state’? Did | want to conquer Kuwait? Is the State 
of Israel the one with expansionist ambitions, or are the 
Arabs? 


{Bargay| Then the political path you propose is to start 
with the easy part, and to move on to the tough things 
later. You propose to start with conventional weapons, to 
freeze the supply of ground-to-ground missiles, for 
instance, and of other sophisticated arms; and to leave the 
nuclear issue to the end 


[Ben-Elisar] | suggest beginning at the beginning. Noth- 
ing—and certainly not international processes—can begin 
at the end. The process must be launched with a political 
agreement, with a desire for a political thaw. As a matter of 
fact, this is what happened with the superpowers, which 
began by achieving a thaw—they called it detente. They 
ended the cold war, and this 1s what should happen here: 
the cold war should end, as should the boycott, the 
excommunication, and the hatred reflected in the UN 
votes. This should be followed by political agreements 
However, the major arms suppliers should in the mean- 
time agree to stop supplying weapons to the Middle East. If 
necessary, this step can include the State of Israel. This can 
begin with assault weapons and the technology that makes 
independent manufacturing of nonconventional weapons 
possible. This can happen in parallel with the quest tor 
political and other accords 


[Bargay| Thank you very much 


[Ben-Elisar] A good morning to you 


Newspapers Review Proposal 
1 18008103849] 


{Editorial Report] The major Israeli dailies carry in their 
30 May editions commentaries and editonals on U.S 
President George Bush’s new initiative to eliminate 
weapons of mass destruction in the Middle East and to 


reduce the flow of conventional arms to the region 


All papers assess the potential advantages and drawbacks 
of the U.S. proposal from the Israeli point of view, with 
most of them opining that it 1s regrettable that the United 
States did not see fit to coordinate its proposal with Israel 
or to consult with the countries in the area before coming 
Out with its plan 
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Jerusalem THE JERUSALEM POST in English in its page 
4 editorial entitled “Bush's Arms Plan” notes the tierce 
domestic and international pressures President Bush will 
have to face in attempting to convince foreign govern- 
ments and the U.S. arms industry to curtail the extremely 
profitable business of weapons exporting. It points out that 
“every arms-producing nation on earth—not only the Big 
Five but all those able and cager to take up the slack 
would have to be threatened with economic reprisals if 
they are to toe the line.” THE JERUSALEM POST adds 
“Not every nation is vulnerable to American sanctions 
One wonders what the U.S. can do about, say, North 
Korean missile sales to Syria.” The POST concludes: “As 
long as totalitarian, violence-prone regimes like Hafiz 
al-Asad’s in Syria, Saddam Husayn’s in Iraq, and Mu’am- 
mar al-Qadhdhati's in Libya, and even feudal oligarchies 
like Saudi Arabia's continue to dominate the Arab world, 
efforts to curb the arms race and bring lasting peace are 
doomed to ignominious failure.” 


lel Aviv HA°ARETZ in Hebrew in a page Al commentary 
by Asher Yaniv ev titled “Bush Has Made Some Difficult 
Demands” recounts that the last time there was a con- 
certed international attempt to impose controls on the type 
and quantity of weapons reaching the Middle East—by the 
United States, Britain, and France in 1950—-1t resulted in 
drawing the Soviet Union into the region and an exacer- 
bation of the arms race. HA’ARETZ states that Bush’s 
proposal 1s at once advantageous and dangerous for Israel 
[he commentary asserts that “if the arms race can be 
stopped, while the existing balance of power remains the 
same, Israel's qualitative edge will be maintained and the 
political process will probably gain momentum.” On the 
downside, HA’ARETZ notes that the proposal contains 
some extremely difficult demands, including demands to 
sign an accord on the nonproliferation of nuclear weapons. 
and an agreement to halt the development of surtace- 
to-surface mussiles and eventually to destroy them 
HA’ ARETZ points out: “On one hand Israel has supported 
the idea of a nuclear-free Middle East for many years, bu! 
on the other hand, it has so far refused to sign the 
agreement calling for the nonproliferation of such weap- 
onry, which would mean giving supervisory teams from 
the International Atomic Energy Agency tree access to its 
various nuclear installations.” 


Tel Aviv YEDPOT AHARONOT in Hebrew in an edito- 
rial on page 2 by Avrezer Golan entitled “Bush's Plan Gets 
on the Road” criticizes the plan tor being “dangerous— 
mainly because it was clearly put together hastily without 
any prior coordination with the countries in the region.” 
Another glaring drawback, the editorial claims, 1s “the lack 
of a convincing answer to the question of who will super- 
vise the process of dismantling the arms.” It questions the 
capacity of the Security Council to do so because the five 
permanent members of the Security Council are also the 
world’s major arms exporters, who are responsible for 
most of the weapons being in the region in the first place 
YEDPOT AHARONOT asks if “Israel would be willing to 
let the cats guard the cream and to place its security in their 
hands.” 
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lel Aviv MACARIYV in Hebrew in a page A3 commentary 
by “Amos Gilbo’a entitled “A Threatening Stick 
‘The implications of the Bush initiative tor Israel exist on 
two levels: One level comprises the sphere of Israeh-US 
relations, and the second level includes fundamental secu 
rity issues. Bush published his initiative without any prior 
consultations on the senior level between the two coun 
[ries 


Wriles 


“Does that mean that the Americans could care less about 
our opinions? Does that mean the Americans are waving a 
threatening stick over our heads on such a sensitive 
security issue?” MACARIV states: “The U.S. initiative 
includes several elements that are very negative tor Israel 


Ihe major military threat posed to Israel by the Arab 
world comes from their conventional forces 


Israel's nuclear capability, assuming that it exists 
counterbalances that Arab advantage 


Ihe Bush initiative tilts the strategical balance in the 
\rab’s tavor 


Tel Aviv AL HAMISHMAR tn Hebrew presents a rosiet 
view of the initiative in a page 7 editorial entitled “An End 
to Weapons of Mass Destruction.” The editorial notes the 
need to free the region of the dangers posed by the 
nonconventional weapons possessed by the Middle 
Eastern countries, a danger that threatened to materialize 
during the recent Gulf War. ‘AL HAMISHMAR admits 
the inherent difficulties and the undeniably long road 
ahead in reaching any agreement on arms limitations but 
remains optimistic: “The fulfillment of the dream of a 
farewell to arms is still a distant vision, but in order to 
draw closer to it, everything must be done to reach accords 
on security and peace, which wail ease the sense of constant 
danger endemic to the countries of the region and their 
residents, and which wall increase their sense of security 
without massive investments in all possible forms ot 
weapons of destruction.” 


Foreign Vlinister Reacts to Bush Initiative 
1 1300818149] Jerusalem Israel Televiston Networt 
lrabic L600 GMT 30 May 91 


[Interview with Foreign Minister David Le 1 by Shlomo 
Gaanor and Ely Nisan in the Jerusalem studio on 30 
May—recorded in Hebrew with Arabic subtitles: pro- 
cessed trom the Hebrew] 


[Excerpt] [(Ganor] Good evening, Mr. Levi 
[Levi] Good evening 


(Gaanor] President Bush announced a plan to control the 
Middle East arms race and perhaps to impose restrictions 
on weapons systems. Mr. Foreign Minister. what 1s Israel's 
response to that? 


(Levi] think that Israel was the first to say that the Middle 
hast arms race must be controlled, that the transfer of lots 
of expensive, sophisticated arms and arms deals with 
countries does not square with a peace effort. On the one 
hand, there 1s talk about peace and on the other. there are 
huge arms deals of billions of dollars. Canada published 
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very interesting research that 95 percent of Saddam 
Husayn’s arms were supplied by the five permanent mem 
bers of the Security Council. Those Security Council 
members are the ones that went to war against that 
monster, In other words, they created a monster and then 
went to war against the danger it threatened them with. We 
also hear and know about arms deals with the PRC and 
North Korea, and the huge deal of billions of dollars with 
Saudi Arabia now being talked about in the United States 
Isracl was the first to call for a halt to arms supplies, of 
Supervision, or a slow down as part of its aspiration to 
finally achieve peace and end the state of belligerency and 
violence in the Middle East 


{(Ganor] To return for a moment to President Bush's 
initiative, can the initiative itself change the strategu 
balance and harm Israel's deterrent capability? 


[Levi] No. Look, there is a saying that the enemy of the 
good 1s the very good, that you think you are in control but 
you are not. If you go after lots of things and parameters 
then you have not started anything. We must first start 
with what presently endangers the people, the calm, and 
the future of the Middle East: To cut down arms supplies 
and control conventional weapons whose enormity 1s 
beyond any sort of proportion. Before the world actually 
learned about what Iraq possesses, nobody would have 
believed it had such a variegated quantity of arms. That ts 
also the case with Syria and Libya, and even countries 
closer to the West. How does the supply of billions of 
dollars worth of arms go hand tn hand with peace’ There- 
fore, we must first start with a drastic cut back in supplies 
so that there can later be control. Israel has aspired to that 
it declared an initiative after the Gulf war. I dispatched a 
demand to all the states with which we have diplomatic 
relations to put a brake on the Middle East arms race 
because it endangers the future while at the same time 
enslaves the economies 


(Gsanor] Does Israel welcome the appearance of the initia 
live? 


[Levi] A large part of it we welcome and part of it we are 
Studying. 


[Nisan] Mr. Levi, what 1s the Israeli position on the 
proposal in the plan to cease the production of materials 
for nuclear arms tn the region? 


[Levi] | do not know to whom it refers. I read that the 
Americans are very concerned about Iraq’s capability to 
produce an atom bomb. We now hear about a reactor being 
built in Algeria with Chinese aid. Pakistan of course has a 
capability. The problem ts very wide-ranging. We have to 
see how it can be cut down. I sometimes wonder. Look 
what happens 1s that on every issue the world conscience 
has an address: Israel. If there 1s terrorism in some place in 
the world then Israel 1s responsible because it 1s hardline, 1 
is Opposed to terror. If there 1s some difficulty in trade 
between Europe and the Arabs, it 1s Israel's fault. If there 
is unrestin the Maghreb then the finger 1s pointed at Israe! 
[he atom bomb, which every place in the world is getting 
and there are facts about a reactor here and there, so what 
happens’? You ask me about Israel. I tell you, you have to 
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be blind not to see everything that is going on. We are 
Studying the issue, we will learn about it, discuss it with the 
Americans— and find out what is being 
referred to and how the dangers can be lifted. You hear 
about missiles that can travel thousands of kilometers, so 
how can it be assured that all that will be cut back. We have 
lo consider what capability there is, who participates 
investigate the intentions about conventional arms held by 
the various states, for instance, chemical weapons. Syria 
has an enormous potential in chemical weapons. We have 
reports that Iraq still has chemical weapons. There are 
other neighboring states here in the Middle East that have 
them. That is the easiest issue and it 1s so terrible. We must 
therefore start to take action [word indistinct}, including 
missiles and chemicals, and 


we are allies 


{Ganor, interrupting] Does the publication of the U.S. plan 
without prior coordination with Israel indicate a certain 
tendency in the U.S. position” 


[Levi] No. Sometimes one 1s astonished by the attempt to 
mix up two things that have nothing to do with each other 
The United States 1s a superpower, it 1s independent and 
decides On its own policy. Does it have to ask Israel first? 
We are also an independent sovereign country. When a 
President has his own outlook on how the world should bi 
ina certain number of years, does he need Israel's permis 
sion’ He presented a plan, we will study it, learn what its 
effectiveness is, how he thinks of implementing it. the 
dangers close to us and far otf. In general, how the 
international community, the United States on its own, of 
perhaps jointly with others, deal with it. All these are very 
grave issues. Anything that can reduce the danger of war 
while assuring Israel's security, we will study 


(Ganor] Mr. Levi, from your remarks it seems you are 
skeptical about the implementation of the plan 


[Levi] No, under no circumstances. It 1s only that I see the 
efforts of the states to obtain arms and arsenals over many 
years and the effort of developed states, including super 
powers, to sell and provide arms for billions of dollars. I do 
not understand how that ts explained. I want to study how 
it can be curtailed, stopped, destroyed. All that has to be 
learned and understood. Anyway, it is not a matter of 
fixing everything by pushing a button, and then the wolf 
will dwell with the lamb 


[(Ganor}] Will that be a subject for discussion between 
Jerusalem and Washington” 


[Levi] We always discuss subjects relating to balance ot 
forces and arms in the world. It 1s our concern. We must 
aspire to a good lite. The question of life in Israel has 
special value and significance 


{(Ganor] That leads me to the second tssue, which ts linked 
to the first, and that 1s the peace process. Despite the 
general view that Secretary of State Baker tailed in his 
efforts, that the political process has been terminated, you 
believe that the process 1s still alive and will go on. What ts 
the basis for your optimism? 
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[Levi] Only months ago, each of us built up hopes, wishes 
a prayer in the heart, that the political process would move 
ahead. | now see a new national sport 


[Nisan, interrupting) It is not only in Israel, it as 
throughout the world 


[Levi] That is not true, | did not hear about it. | have no 
Official announcement about it, no proof '' now that there 
are Sull feelers, meetings, studies into specific issues to 
which governments must provide answers. | do not know 
what the point is in getting up each day and saying that the 
process 18 dead. | have also heard it from certain Knesset 
members. | belheve it is a mistake. First, Israel has no 
desire to see the process dying—the contrary 1s true. It 
Shows that either you want it to die o that you are 
desperate. Desperation is not a policy. | theretore have no 
sign that itis dead or dying or stuck or that it has struck a 
sand bar. There is a study of certain issues. By the way, 
betore leaving here Baker told us he was waiting tor 
answers trom Syria and Jordan. The moment he receives 
them he will update us. These days, we are counting on 
that. Israel made a huge effort to advance the peace 
process. We resolved many issues although it seemed that 
they cannot be resolved. The other side, which must prove 
that it really wants peace, must provide the answers. We 
will wait. Why should we say that the process 1s dead’? We 
did everything to make sure that it lives and gives life 


[Nisan] You said in the Knesset Foreign Affairs and 
Defense Committee that several Arab states are due to 
provide answers to Israel. What type of answers, and what 
iS the dispute centered on? 


[Levi] | did not say that they have to provide answers to 
Israel, but to the U.S. secretary of state. He presented them 
with issues requiring a reply. We will wait. | am not 
conducting negotiations with the Arab states, not yet 
anyway, but I believe it will come. In the meantime, the 
secretary of state maintains the link with them, the talks 
with them. I suggest we wait until we hear from him. It will 
surely be in the coming days or weeks. [passage omitted] 


Shamir Urges Dialogue on Bush Arms Proposal 
143005132791 Jerusalem Qol Yisrael in Hebrew 
L300 GMT 31 May 91 


{Text} Prime Minister Yitzhaq Shamir said President 
Bush's initiative on arms reduction in the Middle East 1s 
very important and could have a very powertul influence 
on the region. Mr. Shamir pointed out that we have several 
questions on the initiative, therefore, it 1s vital to conduct 
a dialogue with the United States on that. We will hold 
consultations on what he said and discuss in detail ali the 
problems involved in the proposal, the prime minister 
said. Mr. Shamir expressed the hope that he would have 
the opportunity to hold discussions with the U.S. Admiun- 
istration On the issue 


Our correspondent Ze'ev Kohen reports that the prime 
minister made the remarks to a delegation of British 
Conservative Party activists 
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Defense Vlinister Interviewed on Bush Arms 
Control Plan 

1 A0T06101997 Jerusalem Qol Yisrael in Hebrew 
(/} OS Gy NT] / Jian Y/ 


[Interview with Defense Minister Moshe Arens by Dalya 
Yaari and mulitary affairs correspondent’ Karmela 
Menashe on 31 May at the VIP room at Ben-Gurion 
\irport—recorded] 


[Excerpts] [Ya’an] Mr. Defense Minister, just like after 
every other visit, we hear talk of agreements and disagree- 
ments. Karmela Menashe will ask you about detense- 
related projects, but right now let us discuss the Bush 
inihhative. The statements you made in support of the 
initiative seemed somewhat reserved. Perhaps you could 
share your reservations with us? 


{|Arens} My statements were made to express the fact that 
not only are we in tavor of disarmament in the region, but 
| imagine that we are more interested in this than any other 
party, as we are the main victim of the regional arms race 
and we have already been torced to go through five wars as 
a result of the enormous quantities of arms in the Middle 
Fast. Nonetheless, this is a very complicated business. It 1s 
a matter of survival for us. We cannot permit any mistakes 
to be made by Israel or by other countries; therefore, this 
issue must be examined trom all sides 


We will conduct talks with the United States. | spent a 
great deal of time discussing this issue with Secretary of 
Defense Cheney. We will continue to discuss this with the 
United States, and I assume that we will eventually reach 
agreement on how to proceed 


{Menashe| What are Israel's conditions for participating in 
the Bush initiative? Did you discuss prior conditions? 


[| Arens] It is not a question of conditions. We declared long 
ago that we considered the reduction in the quantity of 
weapons in the region and the calling of a halt to the 
Middle East arms race to be essential tor the turthering of 
the peace process. Months betore President Bush's pro 
posal, Israel had already suggested convening a conference 
of both tue arms-supplying countries and of the Middle 
East countries, in which they together would discuss lim- 
iting conventional weapons imports to the Middle East 
We regard this as the most important step, and we also 
consider it possible. We are currently discussing the peace 
process, we see how difficult the peace process 1s and how 
slowly it 1s progressing. If we can further the issue of arms 
control, | believe it will add momentum to the peace 
process. [passage omitted] 


(Yaurt}] The details of Bush's plan have sull not been 
published, and this is actually because of your meeting 
with Cheney. Did the U.S. secretary of defense give you 
more details of the plan? 


(Arens} | do not think he had to give more details, because 
Bush's speech was published. To the best of my knowledge 
Bush's speech constitutes a declaration of the U.S. policy 


on this mwsue 


(Yauri] Including all the details’ 
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{|Arens] Yes, including all the details 


{Menashe] Is there no contradiction between Bush's call 
for arms reduction on the one hand, and Cheney’s state- 
ments pointing to additional arms supplies to Israel on the 
other? 


[Arens] No, there is no contradiction. The Americans 
understand what we have been saying all the time. They 
understand that the source of the problems posed by 
weapons in the region—and by the way, large quantities of 
conventional weapons are equal to weapons of mass 
destruction, and one does not have to use biological or 
chemical weapons—is the dissymmetry in the amount ot 
weapons. It 1s not as though we have the same amount of 
weapons that the Arabs have and now the United States 1s 
disrupting that balance by giving us 10 F-15’s. The Arabs 
have four, five, and in certain instances seven times the 
quantity of weapons we have. This constitutes a source of 
instability and occasionally tempts them to start wars 
against us. This was the problem with Iraq. Suddenly 
President Bush found himself facing what he called the 
fourth largest army in the world. [passage omitted] 


|Menashe] There have been reports in recent days about 
the Iranian military buildup. What 1s Israel's view of Iran's 
procurement program”? There are reports that Iran 1s trying 
to get nuclear weapons with the assistance of the PRC and 
North Korea 


[Arens}] Our experience has taught us that whenever a 
dictatorial regime manages to accumulate vast amounts of 
weaponry this constitutes a danger for the world, and if it 
iS in Our region then it poses a danger to Israel. Theretore, 
if a regime such as the Iramian one—which 1s not a 
democracy, but rather a very extremist regime—has the 
means to accumulate a lot of weapons, and the regime does 
not use these means to raise the standard of living o1 
rehabilitate the populace... [changes thought] And | 
imagine that there 1s room for improvement on these 
fields—but rathe, to purchase arms, and not only conven- 
tional weapons, then we are certainly concerned. 


[Yairi] Was one of the issues you discussed with the 
Japanese foreign minister preventing the supply of North 
Korean arms to Iran? 


{Arens] Yes. Japan is one of the few countries, and perhaps 
the only country with which we have ties—which today are 
good ties—that also has ties with North Korea, even 
though | understand that they do not maintain full diplo- 
matic relations. Japan has ties with North Korea, and | 
assume that it also has some influence there: therefore, | 
asked Foreign Minister Nakayama to use this influence to 
persuade the North Koreans not to sell missiles to the 
Middle East. [passage omitted] 


JORDAN 


Kditorial Criticizes Bush Mideast Arms Control 
Plan 

INSITOST201T91 Amman AL-RA‘Y in Araby 

37 May YI pp 1, 16 


(Editorial: “U.S. Plan To Maintain Israel's Strategic Supe- 
nority | 
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[Text] It seems that the |S) plan) which Washington Ihe recent US) plan comprises the chains with whic! 
claims seeks to control the arn he Middle bast. 1s Washington wants to shackle the Arab body. Arabs wall se 
no more than an episod Pr American intervention in the a great deal of what is in store for them if they do not shan: 
region, triggered Dy the Gaull war, wi real object li olf the memories of the Gaull crisis and close ranks t 
maintain Israel's strates ip rity the points of the ontront the challenges that threaten them all 
plan on nonconventional weapor lo not directly 
indirectly refer to the Israch ; ) ning with nuclear SAL DI ARABIA 
and biological w apons, which ra is been retusing to , 

' rt Tat, ) ! AAiyy ' , 
oe as , _ ~ re 7 - : if _ Pel ie Kingdom Supports Bush Mideast Arms Control 

, ed Vloves 

Ihanks to its Strategic COOperation with the United States 
which produced advanced mulitas ndustries ino the £.1d.9UK MYT Riyadh SPA in Arabic 1 GMI 


Zionist entity with US. assistar There will he no O May ¥/ 


Ontrol Measur ing these industs In addition, th [Peat] Riyadh, 30 May (SPA}—A responsible source mad 


announcement of the plan wa mpanied b nother the following statement to SPA today 
announcement thal niradicts u Hicged object as | 
seen in the US. decisio: DI ln feral with 10 Fel 4 tticials in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia have followed 
aircraft and to continu opel n with Israel to develop the international etforts aimed al bringing about perma 
Israel's “Arrow” missile whict 1 to be an antimi: nent peace and comprehensive stability in the Arab region 
missile In this respect the read the text of the nitiall 
announced by US. President George Busi on Wednesd 
lt is noted that t i Sp LOOK | rn ide a Call tor in which he called tor a treeze on the product ! ma 
a region Ir 1 missil Vilna nye able to reacn Israel locking Of mass destruction weapons and a bar 
Hence, itis ver if that t Zionist entit Wperien production of materials for nuclear, chemical, and bi 
with the Iraqi Missil l] Na lor u d ical Weapons 
If this plan ‘ my ry led it in p ning lhe source added: Out of its total conviction and | 
Arabs trom importing weapor hat wou nable them t Known for its support of everything thal uid act 
attain Strategic balar with the Isra iweressors security and stability for the states of the Middle Fb: 
ivgeressor rs, f Ow . it} nadie them | ontinue the march toward growth. pi 
it will certan DOI mila 7 perity, and development tor their peoples. Saudi A 
1() F-15 aircraft and others By ul Washington euarat would like te kpress its Support for the initial . 
tees Israel trates nD PLOT forward by President Bush in the speech he del 
sterday. Wednesday. during a graduatior ren 
We must reca nat U YS plan | in Sta the State of Colorado, and the purpose of whic iL 
IMpaign against SyVi propaganda Can the Middle bast a region fr Of weapons of dest 
Palen Iraq was sub led lo U Gulf war This [his iS particularly as the Kingdom ot Saud \ 
recent impaign i Nat my Wty Tor promptly signed the ag ment on the nonproiul 
Israel while Syria conti , eS, and it was nu iy Weapons within the UN tramework and 
accompanied Dy alles \If preparing t ited with intens florts in international f 
manufacture nu if weap ihieve this humanitanan goal which fy \ 
Fie entiee. ci ate. eeminnihe: will tiren ad spit lor the sake of the d d pea 
Iraq's military power nD ,ID 
Out econon dl LO} vCU | I ~ S)\ RI \ 
plan, which ks tot \ral iu ' 
able to reach Israel and wt ay f weapor Foreign Minister Comments on Bush's Arms 
that would enable tl | trat ‘lance wit ( ontrol Plan 
Israel, all clearly pom t i) ‘ nk OU ps and \ \ J] Dama a Syrian drab | 
the real object whicl the 1 n for Isra \ ” Ara $0 GM] Vu 
hegemony 
be i j M bar ig al-Sha na 
It 1s Strange that the t ° i tk iti Svriga Still Studying tl { S ideas ont Sul 
obstacles Israe| | 1 del Hab lu y | | Ul armamentin wu region in spit I the fa ina | 
region, aS Well a Nn ono nied from th ry tirst reading that thes dgeas Ww 
progress Of th pea i! ! Washinegtor ve mented, enhal Israels militar uperiority ger 
rewarding the Isracli aggres Nn apy ation of the Ihe qualita militar upenorty mor rm 
intransigence and obstruct i. Wace pro pnt lt deas will also intlict grave damage to Arat 
of all this. one ma yondel la ! gp 1 vA it produ far-reaching pers | pan. [ 
like af Washingt mp hich pr ty} now and in the tutur specially sit i 
Israel's strateg i would b | leas include the Aral from th 


lished in such a ial 


hav I { 
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remember that Israel produces in its factories all types of 
mass destruction or conventional—while the 
\rabs do not have such a capability. What draws attention 
are the agreements that Israel has been concluding now 
and the efforts it has been exerting, particularly these days 
by importing and stockpiling weapons or in producing and 
developing them 


weapons 


The foreign minister added: We seriously believe that the 
matter will be more realistic and more beneticial and tai 
lo the international community if international efforts are 
made to attain peace on the bases of UN resolutions, a 
peace that will, in its turn, bring about a reduction of 
weapons and a lessening of the threats they pose. In any 
ase, it 18 logical and of interest that these or other ideas 
about armament be submitted in an atmosphere of peace 
not of war and the continued occupation, as ts the case 


now, because peace constitutes a fertile ground for success 
In any event, the Arab nation will not accept what it 


believes poses a threat to its security and interests 


barug al-Shar’ will arrive in Lisbon tomorrow, Saturday 


where he will meet with U.S. Secretary of State James 
Baker The two ministers wall discuss efforts under way to 
Or l dd mterence for peace in the Middle East. Al 
Sha will also meet with USSR Foreign Minister 


\leksandr Bessmertnykh, who 1s visiting Portugal 


Newspapers View American Arms Control Plan 
' $7Y! Damascus Syrian Arab Republic Rad 
n drabic 0330 GMT 2 Jun YI 


lext] ( nder the headline “Who Works tor Peace and 
Against It the newspaper AL-BA TH 
ditornial today that the Middle East region 
peace much more than weapons. The attainment of 
nea will provide a suitable climate tor eliminating 


vcapons rather than stockpiling them, the paper adds 


alls for making serious and real efforts to lay 
the groundwork that will help the region attain pea 
AL-BA’TH goes on to say As 


all. Isracl does not want a true peace in the regior 


raul Ihan the opposilk 
because there 1s no doubt that it views true peace as 
ihing that moves against its objectives and cxpan 
chemes which it advocates and insists on impk 

ng. the objectives and schemes regarding the estab 


ne tof a greater Israel extending trom the Euphrates 
the N Evervbody should know that Israei is currently 
upicd with two key ssuecs—namely. Dringing in th 
irgest number ot Jews t occupied Palestine and s (thing 


n the occupied Arab territories, and the acquisitior 


! sophisticated weaponry as well as the funds required | 
icture weapons, cither individually or through joint 
wavor with others. It goes without saying nal suct 
tations can in no way tall in line with what 1s being 
h yy there about the need tor a convocatior la 
inferen that would res regional problem 
1 | , 
ling Mit i) AL-BA TH sa Wi pcaking 
ty . { hy r d to ' we «hb uld not hy thal 
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arming Israel in this Open manner certainly does not serve 
the peace process. This encourages Israel to adopt a more 
intransigent stand. We do not rule oul the possibility that 
Isracl might exploit this situation to launch a new military 
action against the Arab nation. And here we would like to 
point out that he who wants a just peace in the region 
Should apply what needs to be applied against Israel to 
make it succumb to international resolutions and interna 
ional legitimacy 


The newspaper TISHRIN comments on the same issu 
and says) Undoubtedly, the attainment of a just and 
comprehensive peace in the region constitutes a strong and 
objective foundation tor ending all manifestations of ten 
sion and turmoil, which if the peace process fails to be 
advanced, will overpower the quiet and cause the situation 
There can 


be no middie ground between peace and war. Peace cannot 


to explode and thus increase the chances of war 
be established as long as the Israeli occupation is main 
tained and as long as the Israel complications and nos 
which are numerous, are maintained to torpedo the cur 
rent international efforts, out of a reyectionist approach 


Opp Sine pr AC 


In its editorial American 


ideas on arms control cons 


IISHRIN points out that the 
rate the Israeli superiority and 
tip the balance of power in favor of the Israch expansionist 
drive. especially considering that Israel produces and 
stores conventional as well as nonconventional weapons. It 
is Clear here that the tailure to tackle the crux and essence 
i the Arab-Israeh conthict 


and its dismanticment on the on 


which is the Israc 1 OCG upalion 
hand and the restoration 


of the Palestinian peop! rights on the other, will not 
nsure the success of the peace process which must con 
sider ways to deter the Israch aggressor and curb his 
terrorist and racist practices, the paper adds 

(Concluding its editonmal, TISHRIN says: Out of a strong 
agerness to achi pea Syria which espouses the 
lea tL position has attirmed that it will be more real 
istic, fa and beneticial for the international commu 
nity if efforts are made to achieve peace in the region on 


the basis of LN resolutions. since this would consequently 


lead | liminating weapons and the dangers that they 


Parse 


headin tor Pea Produces Arms Reduc 
IHAWRAH says in one of its 
mmentaries that th American ideas on arms control in 


| nder th 
won the me w Spape \| 


Ihe region Cause mmense harm to Arab interests. Also 
Arab nation: 
Moreove! 


military superiority 


these ideas pos ig-term dangers to th 


pan-Arab security at present and in the future 


thes ageas wi nhan the Israe 


quantital and qualital ly speaking, the papel adds 


\L-THAWRAH  goe: n | a Iheretore. everybody 
DCC that these American ideas are ill-trmed. This is 
hecause the world efforts. especially those made by the 
lL nited States urrently focus on laun¢ hing a settlement 
pro nthe region to achieve a just omprehensiv¢ and 
lurable pea for Uf \rab-Isra onflict and the Pales 
l questiol nu Na rine f vant l N resolutions in 
general. and  N Security Coun Resolutions 24. and 
ssh iN pat ila 
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Concluding its commentary, AL-THAWRAH says: There the restoration of the legitimate rights of the Palestinian 
lore, the U.S. Administration should have redoubled Arab people, including their mght to self-determination 
efforts and intensified contacts to launch a process aimed Only a just and comprehensive peace can reduce arms and 
at achieving a just regional settlement based on a complete the dangers they pose 


Israeli withdrawal trom the occupied Arab territories and 
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Bush Mideast Arms Control Initiative Cited 
LDSOOSOS4191 Moscow LASS in knelish OSO7 GANT 
s() Via) Y} 


[By TASS correspondents Aleksey Berezhkov and Pavel 
Vanichkin| 


[Text] Washington, May 30 (TASS)—U.S. President 
George Bush, speaking betore graduates of the Air Force 
Academy in Colorado Springs on Wednesday. proposed 
several major initiatives On arms control in the Middle 
bast 


‘We are committed to stopping the proliferation. of 
weapons of mass destruction,” Bush said 


But there 1s a danger that despite our efforts, by the end 
of this century nearly two dozen developing nations could 
have ballistic missiles. Many already have nuclear, chem 


ical, or biological weapons programmes.” he said 


“Nowhere are the dangers of weapons proliteration more 
urgent than in the Middle East.” he said 


[he essence of Bush's proposals was clarified in a Whit 
House press release circulated on Wednesday 


The United States called on Israel and all Arab states to 
introduce a verifiable ban on the production and pur 
chasing of materials used in nuclear weapons production 
sign a treaty on the non-proliteration of nuclear weapons 
and subject all nuclear facilities in the region to interna 
tional conirol 


The United States supports the creation of a nuclear-tree 
zone in the region, the document said 


Middle Eastern countries should be among the first to sign 
a convention banning chemical arms and comply with the 
ban even before the convention ts signed, Washington 


belies CS 


Ihe United States called for stepping up the regime 
banning biological weapons and urged the countries in the 
region to pass confidence-building measures on the issu 


It suggested that Middle Eastern countries freeze the 
purchase, production and testing of land-to-land missiles 


The United States called on Great Britain. China. th 
Soviet Union and France, who together with the United 
States are the largest exporters of weapons to the region, to 
hold high level meetings in the nearest future to discuss 
measures to curb the delivery of conventional weapons 
and mass destruction weapons and corresponding tech 
nology to the Middle East 


harpov on INF, CFE, START, Nav! Arms, CW, 
Military Budgets 

LDI00SQ08997 Mi Ww Al/-Onion Radio First Progran 
Radio- 1] Network in Russian 1230 GMT 380 Ma : 


Interview with V_P. Karpoy. deputy foreign minister. by 
Vladimir Pasko, trom the “Point of View 


program—iive 
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or recorded, tollowing 1s a longer version of the interview 
with Karpov published on page | of the 31 May Soviet 
tL nion DAILY REPORT} 


[Peat] [Pasko] Good day comrades. Lomorrow, 41 May, ts 
the last day of action within the US.-USSR treaty on 
lhquidation of medium and short-range missiles 


lt is hard to name an agreement in the field of arms control 
about which as many lotty words have been said as have 
been pronounced with regard to the treaty on medium- and 
short-range missiles [INF], from the moment of its signing 
in December 1987. Unhke all the others, which merely 
limited the increase in nuclear controntation, this treaty 
meant that the numbers of nuclear weapons were cut. The 
treaty was rightfully described as a breakthrough in th 
field of nuclear disarmament. We can say today that this 
breakthrough has happened. More than that, after the 
Paris treaty on conventional weapons in Europe [CFE], we 
can also say that this breakthrough was not a one-time 
fortuitous, Or isolated event 


European countries and the United States, as well as our 
country, are trying to get md of an excess of weapons. All 
this has prompted us to arrange a new mecting with USSR 
Deputy Foreign Minister Karpov, one of the leading 
experts in the sphere of arms control 


Viktor Pavlovich, the report on the progress of negotia 
tions on arms control evokes many questions. The first 
question | would like to ask you 1s about the progress of 
talks in Vienna and Geneva. Can one expect new break 
throughs in curbing the arms race in the near future? If the 
answer is yes, then in what directions? 


[Karpov] As for Vienna, one must recognize the tact that 
currently. the center of gravity iS not one on negotiations 
themselves, on their next stage, but the implementation of 
the Paris treaty on conventional weapons in Europe, which 
was concluded as a result of the Vienna talks. Differences 
emerged between our country and other participants of the 
treaty with regard to Article 3, namely. what is covered by 
the treaty and what is not. In particular, a question has 
come up about the armament of the marines of the Soviet 
( nion as part of those ground torces which, in the opinion 
of others involved in the treaty, should be included in the 
total balance. There is now a possibility of removing this 
disagreement, and | think that the forthcoming meeting in 
Lisbon between the USSR minister of foreign affairs and 
the US. secretary of state will be the very forum at which 
it will be possible to find mutual understanding with the 
United States, and then with other signatories of the treaty 
The solution of this question will, as it were, clear away the 
ybstructions that have come up on the road to progress at 
the Vienna talks. and on the road of talks on strategic 
offensive weapons [START] 


There is currently a break in the Vienna talks, but one can 
say that when talks are resumed, the main attention will be 
devoted to issues of cuts in the personnel of armed forces 
of the European states—which are taking place in negoti 
on the one hand, and contidence-building mea 
sures on the other, the next stage in confidence-building 
between 34 participants of the pan-European process. This 


alions 
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is the European area. As for strategic offensive weapons, 
until recently the failure to agree on some questions 
connected with the fulfillment of the conventional 
weapons treaty in actual fact led to the talks being drawn 
outin Geneva by the US. side 


Now in connection with progress in solving issues of 
conventional arms, we have seen progress there, too— 
movement toward stepping it up. A qualititively and 
quantitively good start has been made, and discussion now 
is concentrating mainly On solving questions of a technical 
nature. These talks could easily be completed in the next 
month or two, polishing off sections and putting the 
text—which amounts to over 700 pages; this is not a 
simple task either—into its final version, get it all to 
harmonize, and to present it to governments for contirma- 
ion 


[Pasko] Viktor Pavlovich, in diplomacy, the practice of 
linkage 1s nothing new. As far as | understand, this 1s one 
way of pulling on pressure, with the aim of solving some 
question or another for one’s own advantage, of insisting 
on one’s own point. The question arises: does this mean 
that the United States has less interest than we do in this 
treaty, or are they here gambling on the belief that the 
missiles aimed toward the United States will never be 
launched? 


[Karpov] In 1971 a treaty was concluded between us on 
preventing nuclear war from starting by accident. One otf 
the clauses in the first article was precisely this: that the 
parties have the obligation to take all the necessary mea- 
sures to see that, (?God forbid), no missile should be 
launched without the sanction of the leadership. The 
leadership takes as its starting point the fact that there 
must not be a war between the United States and the 
Soviet Union, neither nuclear nor conventional. We 
agreed on this at the very highest level. Now we are talking 
about how, at the talks on strategic weapons, we are to 
guarantee a balance of force and of interests of both sides, 
such that the very stimulus to increase the number ot 
weapons, to increase their destructive force, and of course 
to use them, should be ruled out. That is the main idea 


{Pasko] So you rule out the idea that there 1s some linkage” 


[Karpov] There is a linkage, but linkage based not on the 
fact that the United States has less interest in solving these 
questions, but a (?statistical) linkage, because the main 
thing—and here you can understand the interest of the 
United States and other Western countries—their main 
interest 1s to limit conventional armed forces in Europe 
Why” Because in Europe, since the end of World War I] in 
its very center, there was the huge armored tank fist of the 
Soviet Army, which hung over the whole of western 
Europe. The elimination of this fist, which in essence ts an 
offensive one, 1s the main interest of the Europeans in 
discussing the questions of conventional weapons 


We have now started getting rid of this fist. But we are 
being forced to do this by objective conditions: the unit 
cation of Germany, the new spirit in the countries in 
Eastern Europe, their withdrawal, in fact, trom the 
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Warsaw Pact—and indeed since | April the military orga 
nization of the Warsaw Pact has no longer existed. All 
these new tactors must be taken into account by us, and we 
are doing so 


The West sensed that we can come to common agreements 
with regard to conventional weapons cuts, both on the part 
of NATO, and on the part of the Soviet Union and 
countries of eastern Europe which would lead to a more 
Stable kurope, which could actually ensure a situation in 
the future whereby neither the West nor the East can use 
their armed torces to start a wide-scale offensive. With this 
in view one can understand why the West 1s so interested 
in implementing this aspect of negotiations first and 
foremost. We are also interested. You see, we cannot 
atford to keep the army we have had so tar. We must 
ensure our security in some other ways, based on accords 
on selling up a system of collective security in| Europe 
through bilateral agreements with European countries 
which would also lead to the improvement of the security 
system in Europe. Economic integration should also guar- 
antee that there would be no return to a hostile bipolar, so 
to speak, peace in Europe 


This is where we see the linkage—which exists even 
objectively —that was used by the West to hold back the 
question of strategic weapons until the questions on con- 
ventional ones had been solved 


{| Pasko] We have removed the abcess existing in the ground 
forces in Europe, but an imbalance remains in the Navy 
What is to happen here? 


[Karpov] In proportion, as the ground forces are reduced, 
the role of naval forces of course increases, and the role of 
the US. forces, the Navy first and foremost, as the largest, 
increases accordingly 


But let us look at the role and aims that the Americans 
themselves attribute to their naval forces. The United 
States 1s integrated into the world economy tar more than 
we are. They have economic interests in many areas of the 
world. The lines of communication, of sea transport 
routes, are one of the most vulnerable elements of the U.S 
economy. If the sea supply routes to the United States are 
out, the US. economy could suffocate. So the U.S. Navy, 
to a greal extent, 1s Oriented toward that, toward protecting 
the interests of the United States in the Third World, and 
defending tts lines of communication. One example ts the 
Persian Gull, where indeed the U.S. Navy played one of 
the main roles in that conflict. We will continue our efforts 
to bring the West into the talks on naval armaments, too, 
in order to remove some elements that are characteristic of 
naval forces now, which could threaten peace. First and 
foremost this means the existence of nuclear weapons, 
tactical nuclear weapons, on board ships 


We recently proposed such talks to the United States. It is 
true that their attitude to this was not enthusiastic, bul we 
are ready to remove all tactical nuclear weapons trom the 
navies of the United States and of the Soviet Union, and 
then to bring in other countries to take part in an agree- 
ment of this sort 
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With such a measure it would be possible to reduce very 
greatly the military power of the fleets, which is now a 
factor in the balance of torces between the USSR and the 
West. So we will continue our policy here, but it must be 
said that already now, in connection with the conclusion of 
the treaty on conventional weapons, interest in increasing 
the capacity of fleets 1s decreasing. The United States has 
already sketched out a reduction in their program. tor 
reequipping their fleet. They will cut down the number of 
naval ships, too. So regardless of the talks, these processes 
have started unilaterally. | think that in the future we will 
manage to start talks and solve the issue of cutting fleets on 
a treaty Dasis 


(Pasko| Viktor Pavlovich, on the subject of the talks on 
arms control now being conducted, one cannot leave out 
what is happening with chemical weapons [CW]—all the 
more so as here, it seems to me, in literally the last week 
new events have taken place. | mean changes tn the 
position of the United States with regard to the question ot 


climinating their chemical arsenal 


[Karpov] Yes, | think that the statement of President Bush 
on chemical arms that you are talking about real os a 
serious step by the U.S. Administration, a step that could 
now make the talks on concluding an all-embracing con 
vention on the elimination of chemical weapons easier 
The tact that the United States has abandoned its demand 
to keep S500 tonnes of chemical weapons until all other 
States had destroyed their chemical weapons 1s a positive 
step. It lifts the fears of many of those taking part in the 
talks that the United States wanted to keep a chemical! 
weapons potential regardless of whether there is or is nota 
convention, So this 1s a correct step. There remains now 
really one more element, where the United States should 
In Our opinion, show an initiative. This is the question of 
inspection. On this question the Soviet Unior, Creat 
Britain, and other countries take a wider-ranging, | would 
readiness tor a wider range of inspection 
inspection without refusal. Here the United States ts 
[hey are hedging somewhat. If this hedaing 
disappears, it will be possible to presume that progress in 


Say, position 
wavering 


Geneva will become significantly easier 


[Pasko] Viktor Pavlovich, the question of the change in 
NATO strategy 1s very interesting. This issue is currently 
being discussed. There have been no conclusions, but what! 
possibilities do you see Opening up here tor us, proceeding 
from what has been said about the new NATO strategy in 
the post-controntation period” 


[Karpov] | think that the phenomena which could be 
currently observed in NATO's activities, starting with last 
years NATO Council session in London, give us grounds 
to believe that this process of the revision, so to speak, ot 
the strategy, will not cease. It will continue. It all started 
with the USSR’s announcement of its new defensive 
doctrine—a tendency toward developing a new Strategy. a 
Strategy of noncontrontation, a defensive strategy. With 


regard to this | think that the seminar on issues of military 
doctrine which took place at the beginning of this year 
with NATO and the Warsaw Pact countries participating 
provided an additional impetus for developing positions in 
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this regard. | think that the treaty on conventional 
weapons in Europe is currently a powertul factor in tavor 
of the revision of NATO strategy, and that emphasis on 
nuclear weapons, which has always been presentin NATO 
Strategy, 18 Supertluous, so to speak, in present conditions 


One cannot count on nuclear weapons to the same extent 
as a counterbalance to the superiority of the Soviet Union 
in conventional weapons, when this supenority no longer 
eaists. Phatis to say, there is a need tor reconsideration, In 
this respect the Soviet Union's readiness—and we have 
already intormed NATO of our readiness—to discuss what 
could be considered by the NATO as a minimum nuclear 
(’deterrence) 1s also One of the questions which, in future 
discussions between NATO and the Warsaw Pact, could 
help in NATO's future rethink of its strategy. It seems to 
me nevertheless that this strategy, though it remains basi 
cally a strategy of deterrence, including nuclear deterrence, 
in its gradual transformation makes it possible to hope that 
there will indeed be a transition from the controntation of 
the above-mentioned doctrine between NATO and the 
Warsaw Pact to a doctrine of cooperation between two 
alliances, or between NATO and the Soviet Union, in the 
business of constructing a new European security system 
In this regard it seems to me that the NATO structures, 
which are quite widespread, and which make it possible to 
function efficiently not only as a military machine but also 
as a political instrument for consultations, could be used, 
should the situation develop favorably, also as one of the 
instruments for constructing a new system of European 
Securily 


| Pasko] Speaking about negotiations on disarmament, we 
would like to see the possibilities of reductions of arms 
expenditure, so that they do not amount to 18 percent of 
gross national product, according to our press, and that 
this expenditure is brought down to the level maintained 
in the West in the | to 6 percent bracket. What, in your 
opinion, are the possibilities of Our military spending 
being reduced to such a level? 


[Karpov] | think this will depend on the progress of 
implementahion of treaties, tirst and foremost, on conven 
tional weapons, and then on strategic torces. Possibilities 
of reducing military spending will also depend on the 
general atmosphere of relations between the West and the 
Fast, since there must be guarantees that there will be no 
revival of the cold war and that there will be no return by 
NATO to the doctrine of aggression. There are many 
factors here. | think that one can say already that the 
tendency toward the reduction of military spending has 
begun 


Eyvenin the current fiscal year the United States has cut its 
military buget, and they intend to make systematic reduc 
tions in their military budget in the next five years. So a 
trend in this regard has already begun 


We have in mind consultations between NATO and the 
Soviet Union with regard to military budgets. Such a 
conterence, or seminar, 1s meeting in Brussels on 12 June, 
attended by our specialists and ones from NATO, and it 
will analyze the military budgets and methodology and 
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compare military budgets. This will make it possible for us 
to raise more actively in the future the question of cutting 
military spending in both the NATO countries and our 
own, when we are going along the path of cutting the 
armed torces of NATO and the Soviet Union 


[Pasko] Viktor Pavlovich, its own interests lie at the basis 
Of the policy of any state. Of course we would like to peer 
ahead, into the future, and see how things will progress 
with us and the United States, and the West as a whole, in 
the area of disarmament. How far do the interests of the 
United States and of the West now coincide with our own? 


[Karpov] Well, | think that first of all we and the United 
States, and the West as a whole, have a common interest in 
maintaining stability in the world, and ruling out the sort 
of crisis phenomena that could threaten peace. It was for 
precisely this reason that the crisis in the Persian Gault 
aroused such a unanimous reaction from both the West 
and from us. This crisis situation, and the methods that 
were found to solve it, in the framework of the United 
Nations, are indicative of the fact that the interests of 
preserving stability in the world, of excluding dangerous 
crises fraught with the threat of war, 1s a common interest 
ours and the West's 


This interest dictates new factors in cooperation, too—tor 
example, in the military sphere, between the United States 
and the Soviet Union. We have an agreement on averting 
dangerous military activity by the armed forces of the 
United States and Soviet Union that could give rise to 
incidents. We intend to develop our cooperation through 
our general staffs, and through our armed forces as a 
whole, so that our military men should know each other 
better, be able to understand what 1s happening in the 
United States and—vice versa—what 1s happening in the 
Soviet Union. This process has started. We have a 
common interest in preserving peace and security. This 1s 
probably the main thing 


As for disagreements, of course we do have such disagree- 
ments. They are there as a result of objective causes. In 
some places—in third countries—they even clash. But 1 
must be said that recently the main spring, | would call tt. 
has been removed: the thing that pushed both the United 
States and the Soviet Union into contradiction, into con- 
frontation. This 1s ideology. After all, previously we used 
to take our ideological positions as a starting point. The 
United States was the citadel of imperialism, and the 
Soviet Union was the bulwark of socialism, and contron 
tation between the two was inevitable.) Now we have 
abandoned tnis ideological position, and really we no 
longer regard the United States as some sort of ideological 
opponent. The United States, too, now takes as its starting 
point the fact that there 1s no point in getting involved in 
ideological confrontation. Achieving normal interstate 
relations, normal economic relations, is the factor that 
makes it possible to reinove the extraneous baggage that 
used to exist in our relations with the United States, and 
with other countries of the West, too 


[Pasko] Both the Western press and some of our publica 
tions have been noting that Soviet-US. relations have 
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experienced a period of stagnation over recent months. It 
was explained by the fact that the situation in the Soviet 
Union is not clear to Americans. A question arises here 
about the link between the progress ino the sphere of 
disarmament and the situation in our country. How strong 
is the influence of the situation in our country on the 
progress of talks, from your point of view, the person who 
is directly involved in talks daily? 


[Karpov] There is of course a direct link between the two 
The West closely watches the development of the situatior 
in the Soviet Union, and notes the slightest nuances of 
changes in any direction. The period of uncertainty you 
mentioned did not remain unnoticed in the West. [think 
that itis this uncertainty, and the uncertainty from ther 
point of view of the position of the president of the Soviet 
Union, that showed. Their question, and which they kept 
asking us, was whether Gorbachev has the necessary 
powers to conclude treaties and ensure their implementa 
tion. At present, | think the situation has changed. | think 
that the Nine plus One statement that) was recently 
achieved can be a crucial Moment in the development of 
our own interpolitical situation. The West, | think, assesses 
itexactly the same way. So one can count on animation 
of contacts, animation of talks—though I think there is still 
an element of waiting to see whether Gorbachev wil 
succeed in stabilizing the situation in the country. This ts 
a very serious factor, which 1s taken into account in the 
West 


| 
| 


[Pasko] That is to say, our foreign affairs now are being 
decided more here, inside the country” 


[Karpov] Well, | would put it like this, that there is an 


Objective relationship. On the one hand our foreign policy 
gives us the chance to ensure the backup as far as out 
internal life 1s concerned, and on the other hand a stable 


situation inside the country ensures the backup which 1s 
essential for foreign policy. That is the interconnection 
betwen them. It has objectively always existed. and we 
cannot get away trom it 


[Pasko] Thank you very much 


LASS Cites Bush on Progress on CKE, STARI 
LDOZ0609S891 Moscow TASS tn Enelish 0926 GANTT 
Jun Yl 


[By TASS correspondent Stanislav Lune | 
[Text] Washington, June 2 (1TASS)}—The resolving of dit 
ferences between the United States and the Soviet Unio 
on the Conventional Forces in Europe (CFE) treaty ts an 
Important step towards a superpower summit, President 
George Bush said in an address to the graduating class of 
West Point. the Army's academy. on Saturday 


He highly appreciated the talks in Lisbon between Soviet 
Foreign Minister Aleksandr Bessmertnykh and U.S. Se 
retary of State James Baker, during which a wide range of 
issues, Including arms control, were discussed 
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Later, the President told reporters aboard Air Force One 
that the U.S.-Soviet work in Lisbon was important for both 
world peace and tor the entire spectrum of Soviet-US 
relations 


louching upon the preparation of a Soviet-U.S. treaty on 
reducing and limiting strategic offensive arms, known as 
START, Bush noted very close positions of the negotiating 
sides and that he intended to tell his negotiators to “lean 
forward as tar as possible.” He said he understood Gor 
bachev had told his team the same 


“We have seen that we can overcome difficulties. Our 
experts now can go forward and | can assure the Soviets 
that | will instruct Our experts to lean forward as far as 
possible and I think, as | remember, he told me the same 
thing.’ Bush said 


He voiced hope that the START treaty would be signed 
during the forthcoming summit 


START TALKS 


U.S. Said Seeking Unfair Advantage in Talks 
YIWCOOTIIA Moscow ROSSTYA tn Russian No 14, 6-12 
ip Y] po 


(Article by Vadim Kozyulin: “In the Shadow of Events 
Small Large Suspicions.’ ROSSIY A identifies itself as the 
“newspaper of the RSFSR Supreme Soviet Presidium.”] 


[Text] Agreement on Strategic Offensive Arms [START] 


lhe parties are discussing a SO percent reduction in th 
strategic offensive arms of the USSR and the United States 
over a five-vear pertod: In terms of delivery systems toa level 
of 1,600 units and in terms of nuclear weapons to a level of 
6,000 units. The agreement covers several strategic Weapon 
systems. Land-based, air-launched and sea-launched, and 
also presumes a broad system of control 


The parties have agreed to establish marginal limits of 
4,900 units for the total number of warheads for intercon 
nental ballistic missiles and submartne-launched hallisti 
missiles within the framework of a total level of 6,000 
warheads Sublevels On hea\ vy mussiles have also hee NcOoOr 
dinated (1,540 warheads on 154 heavy missiles) 


Varginal levels have been set for sea-launched long-range 
cruise missiles with nuclear capability outside the limits of 
the 6,000 warheads and 1,600 delivery systems unit 


The treaty, which contains around 600° pages of text 
includes the application of national technical means o 
control, on-site inspection, and measures based on cooper 
anon 


START does not: prohthit: modernization of strategt 
weapons, and evidently will not contain any prohthitions 


against the placement of strategic defense systems in space 


Ihe future of the Soviet-American agreement on strategic 
Baker's last visit to Moscow 
When the Secretary of State 


otfensive arms 1s cloudy 
introduced no clarity 


departed, he left behind more questions than answers 
“The main thing 1s that we have not rejected the efforts to 
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iry and tind a solution to the existing problems,” he said to 
journalists. Baker has lett, and t! * ensuing pause is evi 
dently supposed to let Moscow understand that now 
according to theatrical laws, itis [Moscow's] turn to prove 
its desire for disarmament. They are awaiting actions trom 
Moscow. Moreover, they are awaiting them at the very 
moment when in the Kremlin, it seems, they have stopped 
to think: Could it be that we have gone too tar? 


From the very beginning of the SEAR T talks, the Soviet 
side viewed them sooner as an arena for winning propa 
gandist points. The Soviet peace initiatives were aimed 
toward this, and it was not viewed as a great loss if they 
were not realized 


Progress in the talks was outlined with the birth of the 
“new thinking’, whose promulgator on the internauional 
scene became Eduard Shevardnadze. The desire to prove 
Our affinity to all-human interests, almost to the point of 
altruism, convinced the world that the plan of building a 
world without nuclear weapons by the year 2000 was nota 
utopian ideal, and that the USSR’s intentions were serious 
(na wave of rebirth of Soviet-American relations, and not 
without the influence of the personal friendship of the 
leaders of the two countries, the INF Treaty was signed 
and the START talks received a strong impetus 


At the present moment, despite the fact that the treaty ts 
practically unprecedented in its complexity, about 9s 
percent of itis ready tor signing. The director of the US 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency Ronald Lehman 
noted recently that the United States 
realization of its goals in the START talks” 
questions remain to be resolved, and itis unlikely that they 
specifically have become the reason tor the hold-up. In 
principle. if both sides wanted, the treaty could already be 


“is close to. the 
Only a tew 


signed tomorrow 


What, then, 1s hindering the signing of the almost finished 
document” Baker admitted that it is not Moscow, but 
Washington which 1s blocking the conclusion of the agree 
ment. Washington has an entire set of reasons for this. On 
6 February. speaking betore the House of Representatives 
Subcommittee on International Affairs, Baker noted that 
although the agreements on conventional weapons in 
Europe and on START are not formally tied together, the 
problems arising with the fulfillment of the former under 
mine the trust and “significantly hinder the conclusion of 
the other treaty” 


Ratification of the Paris agreement is today under threat of 
a breakdown: The United States 1s presenting serious 
pretensions to the USSR. First of all, the West views the 
shift of military technology from Europe to the Urals as a 
trealy violation. Secondly, the transter of three divisions of 
Soviet land forces, which are subject to reduction, to the 


coastal detense. which 1s not subject to reduction, also 


supposedly contradicts the letter of the agreement 
Moscow explains this as a difference in the interpretation 
of the treaty. However, the USSR 1s not supported by a 
single participant in the Paris conference, including the 
former members of the Warsaw Pact Organization 
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I heretor hing other “little tricks” by the USSR and 
nsidering the tact thataut will be much more dithicult to 


the START than the Parts agreement. the United 


States just wal proototthe tact that the Soviet Union 
rusted Especially since idently, the agreement 

\ be Dased lars nm word of honor 
4 ( ri stin START after the ditticul 
inthe | SSR b in ahaa) and the test launches ot 
a showed that the Strategu Detense 
a SDI] promises to become a rehable shield 
painst a missile aggression. The successtul downing of 
So ide traqgi missiles will evidently shatter the 
ist S lt arguments against development of the “Stat 
Wa ’ Ih Patriot’ is the President's trump 
id on th jUCSTIOT Nad wc the objections of those 

he St disay ih 

lay Bu MCA CE by NATO) but also by th 
Iraq ui ind this allows him not to agree, but to 
la Ihe So d diay also has many reasons tor 
thougnt fa geopolitical scale) The basic principles ot 
START were discussed at a time when there was still 
ypposition between the Warsaw Pact and NATO). Today 
when the Warsaw Pact no longer exists, we should hardly 
ttt man ir former alles as a plus for our 
le The balar f power has changed significantly, but 


lgrcement remains the same. In concluding 


INF Treaty. the Soviet side agreed to significant 


Sir nat tin the Americans have used this 

d ind | symmetrical reduction: That was 

I itt nal weapons in Europe. and this 
[ laid down as the bas flor START 

In tulf y the P ireement, the United States sold 

lurk LTO) | 000 tanks which were being 

] burop Ihe S et military tried to hide 

nd the Urals, but instead received an 

anda Moreover. after the realization of 

nt. NATO will surpass the USSR in 

tht times. andin the size of its navy—by tive 

\ vhen by a new agreement we are pre 


lestroy our best weapons and are expanding a 
NVersio n the | S) Congress there are 
1S he benetits of START will not. be 
laiftw t implement modernization of each 

' id 
n. bul also politicians 
il autl ha ng been upheld by our 
lary, might W we were strong, we were a force to de 
KOned with. Loday a st three-fourths of the Ameri 
lapanese military might presents a 
ey hanger [ tT [ nited States than the Soviet 
need by tl sults of a public opinion 
lucted by the | Harris Service for the 

\ veckly BUSINESS WEEK 

| ‘ ; 


anvmo} Ww nave | nel ught lor 
it this fact has come to pass, it frightens us 


|} \n in President too Cor and 


world publi 
And the long lorgotten 
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doubts spring trom the depths of our soul Did we make a 
mistake with the 
much on mutuality 


new thinking’? Did we depend too 


Our doubts 
and pedantically points a finger at tue paragraph. “We will 
continue to exert pressure on the Soviet Union tor the 
purpose of forcing it to tulfill Article TIP of the treaty 
Ronald Lehman announces in Congress 


However, the West does not wish to disperse 


[The United States is cautiously observing the growth of 
conservative sentiments in the USSR. Yet the Soviet 
leaders paintully sense that Soviet influence in the world ts 
melting away. and that ther 
acting ever more torcetulls 


American colleagues are 


Ihe shadow of mistrust has fallen between the agreeing 


they both thought 


parties. “Perhaps it was an illusion 


SDI, DEFENSE & SPACK ARMS 


LS. Said lo Consider Ground-Based ABYNI 
System 

PALSOOSTISO9T NM Wn PRIIVDI 
NS Vay Yl kirst kdtttop 


n Russta 


[TASS report: “1.200 Missiles to the Launch Pads" | 


[Text] New York. 27 May—The White House and influ 
ential US. legislators are discussing a plan to create a 
land-based ABM system capable of defending US. tern 
tory against a limited missile strike. NEWSWEEK reports 
Sam Nunn, chairman of the Senate Armed Services Con 


mittee, and L. Aspin. chairman of the House Armes 
Services Committee, support this 
It is envisioned that 1.200 ground-launched interceptor 


missiles would be sited at sin 
of the United States. Its planned to deploy th 
complex at Grand Forks (North Dakota). And, as the 
magazine points out, the 1972 ABM Treat 
amended if the new plan is to be 


( OMple xe Sin VabllOus FERIONS 


first Such 


will ha tob 


implemented 


INTERMEDIATE-RANGE NUCLEAR 
FORCES 


Last SS-20 Launching Pad Scrapped 
LDOSOSTYISYL ME w TASS on Enelish 1846 OMI 
% Way Y/ 


[By LU KRINFORM-T ASS correspondent Viktor Maz 


[Text] Kies May 28 (TASS}—The last RSD ins 
pad has been « rapped in the cit yy Sarr rn tt vestern 
Ukrainian Rovno region. According to the S 
American Intermediate Nuclear bor real n th 


elimination of mediun ind shorter ran Missile Soviet 


troops dismantled launching pads and means of transp 
tation of Soviet missiles called SS-20 in the West. A tota 
SOY¥ installations hay been scrapped der tt vatchtu 
eves of US. inspect 

Ihe last oOperauior at satched with great interest 0 
American and Soviet men and members of tl 
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public who converged on Sarny to see Soviet soldiers 
detach parts trom the last launching installation and 
despatch them tor further dismantling, and then use a 
plasmatron, developed at the Paton clectrical welding 
institute in the Ukraine, to cut off within minutes that part 
Of the six-axial truck which carned the device for putting 
missiles in a Starting position, The truck was thus turned in 
a common tractor, capable of supporting a heavy crane 
Small-size diesel electricity generators removed trom the 
launching installation will also be used for peacetul pur 
poses in the economy 


“We have no regrets in scrapping the installation,” Colonel! 
Yevgenty Kozlov 
PASS. “We understand that what we are doing brings 
relief to the whole world. What we are doing 1s also setting 


a pattern for turther actions in the disarmament field 


who supervised the operation, told 


This view 1s Shared by US. Majyor-Creneral Robert Parker 
who heads the US. local [as received] inspection agency 
Parker pointed out that the act could be regarded as a 
historic event in the movement of both nations towards 
the chmination of the threat of war, He said he was proud 
to see that the climination process was proceeding in strict 
accordance with the INF treaty provisions. He called it the 
two countries’ joint victory. He said the two countries 
showed most vividly that agreements of this kind were 
plausible and etfective. They are a tool with which to 
Strengthen contidence in a peacetul future 


CONVENTIONAL FORCES IN EL ROPE 


Conservatives Threaten Lo Stop ERG Withdrawal 
LD2YOSO9GOAGDT Berlin ADN in German O800 GATT OY 
Vay Y/ 


{ Text] Berlin (ADN}—Right-wing members of the Russian 
military, the KGB. and nationalists demand not DMI 3 
billion, as agreed in the treaty, but IDM 35 billion to tinancs 
the withdrawal of the Soviet troops trom Germany. the 
Berlin magazine EXTRA MAGAZIN reports in its latest 
edition. According 'o “Soyuz” Movement Chairman 
Colonel Viktor Alksnis, this figure is reached by adding th 
value of the barracks, exercise areas, and air bases that the 
troops will vacate. If Bonn does not want to pay. th 
military's archconservative members threaten to stop the 
withdrawal) According to EXTRA MAGAZIN. Viktor 
Alksnis. who 1s regarded by his opponents as a Pinochet of 
the East, believes there was a conspiracy against Honecker 
which brought about his tall) He demands a trial against 
former Soviet Foreign Minister Eduard Shevardnadze and 
Aleksandr Yakovlev 
tional affairs in the Politburo 


formerly responsible tor interna 


Norway's Holst Charges hola Deployments 
Violate CEE 

PALZ00STAIOGL Moscow SOLVE ISA AY 1 ROSST) 1 
in Russian 29 May YT Birst Edition p 


{TAN correspondent V. Hyashevich report: “Demarch 
Before the Visit—Will the Norwegians Sign the Treaty on 


Arms Reductions” | 
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llext] Helsinki-—-Norway will not sign the Conventional 
Forces in Europe [CRE] Treaty if the Soviet Union con 
linues military preparations in the Kola Peninsula. As the 
hinnish newspaper HELSINGIN SANOMAT reports 
such is the view of Norwegian Defense Minister Jorgen 
Holst In the minister's opinion, the Soviet Union is 
allegedly participating in talks on arms reductions in 
burope while at the same time increasing its military 
presence in the Kola Peninsula near the Norwegian and 
hinnish borders. The issue centers on the USSR’s alleged 
etlorts to exempt some of its ground torces trom the 
agreement by putting them under naval command, What is 
more, as the Norwegians see it, amphibious assault force 
units Should also be the subject of talks and be reduced. I 
the United States and the Soviet Union do not arrive ata 
common decision soon on the question of existing differ 
ences of opinion then, in Holst’s words, Norway, which ts 
amember of NATO) will itself raise these questions during 
(SSR President M.S) Gorbachev's visit to Oslo. As we 
know, the Soviet leader intends to visit the country 5 June 
to participate in the Nobel Peace Prize awards ceremony 


Evidently the Norwegian Government member thought it 
appropriate to express “military” grievances on the 
threshold of the visit by the Nobel Prize winner, MS 
Gorbachey. Incidentally, very recently the Scandinavian 
and Finnish media recounted in detail the tacts that have 
become known regarding secret activities by Norway's 
Armed Forces on Finnish territory in the postwar years. In 
U'rho Kaleva Kekkonen’s unpublished diary notes, intor 
mation was discovered relating to the fact that at the end of 
the 1940's and beginning of the 1950's the Norwegians 
established a network of secret weapons and ammunition 
dumps in Finnish Lapland and also recruited Finnish 
servicemen to spy in USSR regions adjacent to Norway 


Ladygin Rejects Norwegian Claim of Ck 
Violation 

LDsoosl ss UT NM 4 Radio Moscow World Service 
nN bnelish L200 GNM TI 30 May Yi 


[Teat] A spokesman tor the Soviet General Stall, General 
Fedor Ladygin, has told a Radio Moscow correspondent 
that there are two Soviet tank battalions in the regions 
bordering on Norway. There are no T-80 tanks in moth 
balls around Pechenga In all. there are 171 Soviet tanks in 
the border area compared to 205 Norwegian tanks 


These figures give the lie to claims in the Norwegian news 
media that the Soviet Union retuses to observe the treaty 
on Conventional Forces in Europe [CFE] and to keep th 


proper levels 


Withdrawal From Hungary Ahead of Schedule 
PDslost] J] Nf LiSS in bo Wh L049 GANT 
i] Nu 


[By correspondent Oleg Moskovskty | 


[Text] Moscow. May 31 (TASS}—The Soviet CU mion will 
complete the withdrawal of its troops trom Hungary ses 


eral days before the deadline of June 30. according to 
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it \ parate the wheal trom the chaltf. so to speak, form involved in electrical engineering—-are making 
separate groups of the irradiated population—children fur breeding farms. We have cases like that 


born trom irradiated parents and who themselves havi 
been radiated, children born from irradiated parents who [Sytykh] Tis disappointing 
have not been irradiated themsely es—and contro! BrOUDS [Cruseva interrupting] Yes. very disappoimntiny 
Ihen the picture of carcinogenic diseases—let us speak only 
Hout this ilness—changes drastically. Among people who [Sytykh] ...to use people in such a wa 

were inradiated—true, these investigations covered only a (Guseva] Very disappointing, therefore, tt 


ry Of people, a small contingent of people—the 


issue of the test site 16 decided—what will hapy 


mncer rate, over 30 years of our observation, was 40 
. , ,' iF Observation Where it goes the quicker he fate of these peor 
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nuclear explosions planned tor this test site. The proposal 
to conduct the explosions came trom Dmitriy Yazov, the 
USSR minister of defense, and Vladimir Konovaloy, the 
USSR minister of atomic power and industry. This was 
announced by Olzhas Suleymenoyv, president of the 
Nevada-Semipalatinsk Movement 


Gorbachev To Address Semipalatinsk Lest Site 
Controversy 

LD280S165891 Moscow TASS in kenelish 1454 GM 1 
JS May 91 


[Excerpts] Moscow, May 28 (TASS)}—President Mikhail 
Gorbachev's visit to Kazakhstan, which began today, 1s a 
“very businesslike” visit, which “completes the analysis” 
Of the state of the country’s agriculture and “the current 
Stage Of agricultural work in Kazakhstan,” presidential 
spokesman Vitaliy Ignatenko told a briefing here today 
| passage omitted] 


Ignatenko said the Kazakhstan parliament decided to close 
the Semipalatinsk nuclear test site, and the centre has so 
far tailed to react to this decision 


Addressing Gorbachev's position on the issue, Ignatenko 
confirmed that this is a “very important and alarming 
issue. Ignatenko said he expected that during the visit, 
“there will be time and reasons for discussing the issue 
seriously.” 


Semipalatinsk Range To Be Reprofiled 
LD3S00OSTSOI9GL Moscow TASS International Service 
in Russian 1418 GMT 30 May Y! 


[Text] Alma-Ata, 30 May (TASS}—O)n his visit to Kaza 
khstan, USSR President Mikhail Gorbachev has revealed 
that the Soviet leadership plans to reprofile the Semiupal- 
atinsk nuclear testing range into a scientific research 
centel 


Answering questions trom the participants in the meeting 
the Soviet leader recalled that nuclear tests have not been 
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carried Out at this testing range for one and a half years 
“We have a plan to reprofile this testing range and turn it 
into a scientific research center,’ Mikhail Gorbachev said 
“We shall do everything to avoid a blast at this testing 
range,’ he continued. At the same time the USSR presi- 
dent pointed out that “if the situation requires this we will 
limit Ourselves exclusively to One Or two tests.” 


Official on Joint Tests, Future of Semipalatinsk 
LD3008 142191 Moscow TASS in knelish 1410 GMI 
10 May ¥/ 


[By TASS correspondent Valentin Pavlov] 


{ Text] Barnaul, May 30 (TASS}— Soviet Deputy Minister 
of the Nuclear Power-Generating Industry Viktor 
Mikhaylov did not rule out the possibility of conducting 
jointly with the United States, two small-scale nuclear 
explosions to test verification methods. “However, the 
final decision on this issue 1s yet to be made. Normal and 
businesslike negotiations are being conducted in the Cab- 
inet of Ministers of the Kazakh SSR,” Mikhayloy told a 
group of journalists from Altay, a region of Russia bor- 
dering on Kazakhstan, in a telephone interview 


In any case, Mikhaylov said, “nuclear tests at the Semipal- 
atinsk test range will be halted” starting from January, 
1992 and explosions planned for this year cannot be 
considered as nuclear weapon tests 


“Under the treaty limiting underground nuclear weapon 
tests, we should carry Out two experiments with measure- 
ments both in the United States and by our specialists to 
lest verification measures as a step towards further lim- 
iting and halting nuclear tests.” Mikhaylov stressed 


Faced with pressure from public organisations, the USSR 
Supreme Soviet adopted the decision to terminate nuclear 
tests at the Semipalatinsk range. The international antinu- 
clear organisation Nevada-Semipalatinsk has been one of 
the most active organisations that has been pressing for the 
closure of the Semipalatinsk test range for several years 
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REGIONAL AFFAIRS 


NALO'’s Woerner on Potential Soviet Threat, 
CRE, CSONI 

PML270SO81191 Madrid ABC in Spanish 17 May YI 
mp 4o-4- 


[Interview with NATQO Secretary General Mantred 
Woerner by Ramon Luis Acuna; place and date not given} 


[Excerpts] [passage omitted] [Acuna] Mr. Secretary Gen- 
eral, do you believe that the potential threat which the 
Soviet Union once constituted 1s a thing of the past, or do 
eve that NATQ© should still remain alert? 


vou Del 


(Woerner}] lam tempted to reply in the affirmative to both 
parts of your question. On the one hand, there is no doubt 
that the threat of a direct attack On Europe, on the center 
ot Europe, has virtually disappeared and 1s not expected to 
return. The withdrawal of Soviet troops will continue, and 
the military dissolution of the Warsaw Pact is irreversible 
| can see no belligerent or hostile attitude in the Soviet 
hierarchy. However, we cannot close our eyes to the fact 
that the USSR has a dominant military machine. The 
Soviet Union remains and will remain the strongest mili- 
lary power on the Eurasian continent. In view of its 
current—I would say almost total—state of instability, the 
balance of forces must continue to be maintained in order 
to be certain that Soviet troops will never be used against 
us. even if there are radical political changes in Moscow 
[hat is, let us continue with the policy of cooperation, and 
even of tnendship. but let us remain prudent and vigilant 


{| Acuna] And the West should hasten to sign the nuclear 
and conventional arms reduction agreements betore a 
turnabout occurs in the USSR. Is this not so” 


[Woerner| Of course. The ratification of the nuclear agree- 
ments has not yet been completely negotiated or signed 
nor has that of the conventional torces reduction [CFE] 
treaty, but the Soviets must respect the latter treaty and 


comply with its terms 


[Acuna] Were they cheating’ Is it true that they moved 
heavy equipment to the other side of the Urals so that it 
would not come under the treaty and that they transterred 
tanks to the Navy for the same purpose? 


([Woerner| Yes. They themselves have admitted this 


Acunal Are thes prepared to retract? 


[Woerner] They have proposed a compromise solution. It 
IS Not yet sufficient, but | trust and hope that we will soon 
surmount these obstacles. General Mikhail A. Morseyes 
going to Washington to this end, and | am con- 
vinced that Gorbachev himself will help us reach a settle 
ment in order to be able to ratify this nonnuclear arms 

which seems to me extremely important 
made Our negotiating proposals | passage 


will be 


reduction treats 


We Low) nave 


[Acuna] What is your opinion of the Spanish-Italian pro 


posal tor setting up a Conterence on Security and ( ooper 
ation in the Mediterranean 
peace in the area’ 


(C SCN]? Could it help keep 


WEST ELROPE 29 


[Woerner] Yes, I firmly believe so. This a very constructs ¢ 
initiative which | wish success. The whole area which this 
body will cover is of increasing importancs 
of the whole of Europe. North Africa, the Maghreb. and 
the Middle East are an area in crisis, as the Gault war 
showed us. It could create a threat, and we are not at al 


for the security 


interested in Waging wars or in having to defend ourselves 
instead we are interested in preventing conflicts and in 
Stabilizing this region by political, economic, and social 
means. That is why | give Italy and Spain’s idea my tull 
support 


if’ 


(Acuna] What specitic role do you assign to | 


[Woerner} It will not be a collective security 
parallel to NATO, and, moreover, it could never operate a 


Organi 7auiol 


such because the states’ structures and interests are very 
different. It is much more usetul in its Cooperative asp 
and in its role of resolving problems by discussing them 


contributing financial aid and social plans to them, or else 
by establishing cullural ties and exchanges in order t 
prevent them. The Mediterranean should be not some 
thing that divides us but something that unites us 


{(Acuna] As it happens, NATC 1s indeed now looking mol 

to the south than to the east. The Mediterranean has 
become a hazardous place. You earlier saw dangers in it 
To what are you referring” 


|Woerner] [he politi al danger par eacellien S insta 
bility ntalism 
population growth. and the explosive social problems a1 
inequalities. The gravest danger is the proliferation 
weapons of mass destruction. If you combine them al! 


There are others, such as religious tundam 


| 
result Causes great concern. We must work in ord 
defuse these dangers. but we must also put 
guard and adopt the necessary measures to prevent anyone 


from attacking or threatening one of our Member states 


oursel VCS 


[Acuna] The United States has said in the past that Libya 


IS a potential danger. What is your opinion 


{[Woerner] Let us hope that the Libyan leaders hay 
realized that an aggressive policy will do them no good 
and that they instead will display an attitude of restraint in 


their external relations. Let us also hope that Libya wall 


join in the efforts made against the proliferation of 


weapons of mass destruction. [passage omitted] 


[Acuna] When will the tanks which Spain has purchased 
NATO countnes arrive’? How much do they cost’ H 
would you describe this equipment, and what roles wil 


have within this organization’ 


{Woerner] As a result of the treaty on the reduction of 
conventional forces in) Europe. son Ountris f th 
alliance will have to destroy a number of tanks wh 
exceed the stipulated limits. The plan is to transter t 
most modern tanks trom Central Europ 

which have older models and tor the latter to be dests 
NATQ© has agreed to set up a joint tund to which al 
countries will contribute in order to me 


transfer and destruction costs. As regards the ar 
these new models in Spaut 


these reductions to begin | Passag 
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NATO Lo Remain Defensive Bulwark in New Era Ihe NAT il repea ’ 
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before us is the plan tor arms control and 
Puges long it may look rather 
Snot so much an extraordinarily 
! methodical plan as a kind of codification tor 


id be done. The tirst thing to be noted ts the fact 
nts are treated categorically. [tis quite inter 
he plan does not pretend to immediately 


i general and complete global disarmament. There 
nd to the regional aspect of things, that is 
ithe world which are more troubled than others 


pian will be handed over to the UN secretary 
' theretore an essentially political plan 

going to be treated category Dy Calegory, a 

gd. as you said. on chemical arms, peopk 

ett to make dirty bombs any longer. Further 

ng to note that the plan tries to institut 

nal register Ol arms sales, a register which lists 

vhich supply [arms] to the whole planet. | 


ittention that the five biggest arms selling 


A dare, as al by chance, the tive Security 
The UN lary general holds a register 
k ‘ ub yhal for whom 
in interesting phase. ballistic surveillan 
| world—those who own satellites in any 
ns pul them at the disposal of those do not 
Know whal is going on here and there It 
ling. | lh a pious hope in my view because 
Vill Na lo be convinced, and those who are trying 
ikc | ire rather numerous 


I { { id. measul Ol trust ar pul forth 
U] ime kind as those of the CSC E. the 

Security and Cooperation in Europe. This 

proot of goodwill, others are allowed t 

wha going Of The Pakistanis. tor 

he process of making a bomb, wil 

land the concern of these trust mea 


ining ol the desire to go and see what th 
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Soviet Lroop Withdrawals on Schedule for 
Jan-lay 
LD2S0S 172291 
"SN May Y/ 


Hlambure DP tin German 1656 GMI 


[leat] Bonn (DPA}—Over the first tive months of this 
year, the withdrawal of Soviet troops from the territory of 
the former GDR went in accordance with the schedule 
agreed by the two sides According to the Foreign Ministry 
in Bonn on Tuesday, the German-Soviet commission 


noted this at its third session in Berlin 


From January to May 1991 about 50.000 men were 
withdrawn into the Soviet Union— JO percent of the 
planned figure tor 1991. In addition there were about 
12.500 units of different types of military technology and 
weapons, as well as more than 260,000 tonnes of other 
material. The commission also discussed other questions 
relating to the handing over of deserters and to the security 
of Soviet soldiers and their families 


Stoltenberg Says Nuclear Arms Still Necessary 
i( a \4 4 Vu } VARI; li - ; Vor rh 
n Gaerma? OO GMT OY May 9] 


Interview with German Detense Minister Gerhard Stol 
"9 May 


tenberg by Udo van Kempen in Brussels on 


ry orded | 


i Text} [Van Kempen] Mr. Minister, does the new NATO 
Strategy mean that we will need fewer nuclear weapons in 


th huture 


[Stoltenberg] Yes. this is clearly the objective. We now 
pect the Americans and the Soviets to negotiate on this 
[he short-range systems, the so-called nuclear artillery, as 
well as. according to our ideas, the other short-range 


systems, are to disappear completely 


However, the Soviet Union remains the greatest nucleat 
power Dictators like Saddam Husayn nearly got hold of 
nuclear weapons. Therefore, we continue to need a certain 
minimum of nuclear weapons in Western Europe 


Genscher Welcomes Bush's Middle Fast Arms 

Proposal 

1 D3005 103891 Berlin ADN in German 0927 GMI 
Va 


[Teat}) Bonn (AIDN)—Today Foreign Minister Hans 
Dietrich Genscher welcomed the disarmament proposals 
made by George Bush tor the Middle East as a “significant 
In a statement from Bonn 
emphasis 1s put on the tact that the US. initiative, which 


peace-promoting mithative 


s directed against weapons of mass destruction as well as 


onventional weapons, deserves worldwide Support 


CGoenscher said itis particularly important that the appeal is 
| The foreign 
minister described the arms export policy of the Federal 
Republic as restrictive and expressed the hope that all the 


iso directed at arms-exporting countries 
b 


ountnies of the world will adopt this policy 
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Genscher Welcomes Baker-Bessmertnykh CEE 
Accord 
1 DOS0OTO0T1691 Hambure DPA in German OG4IS GANT] 


hun Y / 


[leat] Bonn (DPA)}—Federal Foreign Minister’ Hans 
Dietrich Genscher welcomes the US -Soviet agreement 
over the quarrel about conventional disarmament in 
Europe. The solution agreed to by Foreign Ministers James 
Baker and Aleksandr Bessmertnykh to include Soviet 
naval infantry weapons 1s acceptable and correspondeds 
fully to the Federal Government's expectations, says a 
Statement by Genscher published in Bonn today. Thi 
preconditions for further successtul cooperation with the 
Soviet Union are thereby created—not only in the area ot 
arms control, but also tor the swift continuation of the 
development of cooperative security structures in Europe 
Genscher also views the agreement as being a “particularly 
favorable starting position” for the forthcoming. first 
CSCE foreign minister meeting in Berlin 


UNITED KINGDOM 


CEE Ratification Said ‘Stalled’ by Soviet Actions 
YIN COO9 CL London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in 
bnelish IS Mar Yl p lh 


(( nattributed editonal: “Arms Control Stalled” | 


(Text) Uncertainty about the future of the Soviet Union 
following yesterday's referendum 1s reflected in a wors 
ening relationship between the two superpowers. A 
meeting of their foreign ministers, Mr Baker and M1 
Bessmertnykh, in Moscow last week confirmed that they 
have reached a deadlock over implementation of the treaty 
signed in November by NATQ and the Warsaw Pact for a 
drastic reduction in conventional forces in Europe [CFE] 
[his 1s holding up talks on a second stage of cuts, and 


JPRS-LAC-91L-014 
17 June 1991 


delaying progress on a separate trealy to halve the super 
powers’ long-range nuclear arsenals. In recent weeks, allen 
tion has focused on Soviet-Amernican differences over th 
CGrull) But those over arms control are of potentially much 
greater significance 


Ihe trouble started when the Russians moved tanks and 
artillery east of the Urals before the signing of the conven 
Lional forces treaty. This was legal, but hardly in the spirit 
of the agreement. In addition, they have provided seem 
ingly inaccurate information about their forces west of the 
t rals and, most important, have transferred three divi 
sions, including tanks, to the navy, which is not covered by 
the treaty. The present impasse comes after the resignation 
of Mr Shevardnadze, and amid growing evidence that it 1 
the military, rather than the Foreign Ministry, which is 
now dictating arms control policy. In other words, th 
Russians are up to their old tricks of signing agreements 
and then cheating on their implementation 


In these circumstances, the West is right to insist that the 
irealy Cannot be ratified until Moscow agrees to submit th 
transterred units to its provisions. As the last-minute delay 
in IYS8S8 over ratification of the intermediate nucleas 
weapons treaty made clear, there is no hope of getting 
conventional forces agreement past Congress unless the 
Russians back down. Whether they will is impossible to 
predict. First, we need to know the full results of th 
referendum, then to see how the Kremlin reacts. Thy 
economic pressures On Mr Gorbachev's government to cul 
arms spending are greater than ever. But it is quite likely 
that, as chaos increases in the Soviet Union, it will pros 

impossible to conduct a coherent dialogue with Moscow 
Leaders of NATO) countries should therefore be prepared 
for renewed East-West tension and to persuade thei 
electorates of the need to maintain strong defences. A large 
reduction of American forces in Europe means that thos 
defences must be based on a strengthening of the European 
pillar of NATO. in particular through the Western Euro 
pean Union, which can act as a bridge between th 
buropean Community and the alliance 
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